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^»nki^ishnapur>i n 

5ur notice, we are impressed by the” 

3 eo the resemblance of a child to its parent. The Figures named 
Simile, Metaphor, Allegory, are modes of lucreasing the force of 
;tyle in this way. The third power of the intellect is Retentiveness 
)r Acquisi&ion. The ability to retain successive impressions with- 
)ut confusion, and to bring them up afterwards, distinguishes 
oaind ; it is a power familiarly known by the name Memory. Now 
•he chief way that retentiveness or memory works is this 
Impressions occurring together, liecome associated together, as 
su^nrise with day-light , and when we are made to think of one, 
we are reminded of the .accompaniments. We cannot t'nnk of 
the sun^s rising, without remembering day-light, and the other 
circumstances that go along with it. Hence, the m^mtal associa- 
tion of things contiguously placed, is a prominent fact of the 
mind ; and one of its many conseiiuences is that wo often name 
a thing by seme one ot its adjuncts , as ‘ tlie throne ’ for the 
sr)vcreign, ^ gold ■’ for wealth. Such is the nature of the 
Metonymy.^ 


j Many o( llu' Alanklnh treated iu this Ullhsa may 
also be classified uudiT these tliree intellectual operations 
lis tollows : — 


A. Figures founded on Similarity. 
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J3. Figures tounded on Contrast. 



II. 
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C. Figures ioundcd on Contiguity. 

3m I., srmgRRw I. II. Ill, & IV. 
Miscellaneous. 

^rmRT^r, urar^R^, ur?. 

These according to P. are Alcuikards. 

=:;,cRf^iI, 3tsfl?UT?3ire, STRRH. 

These according to P. ar(‘ ui-RRna Alcmh'tms. 
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Pj'.^Prablm a commentary on the Kavya-pradipa by Vaidya- 
natha Tatsat. 

S, D.— Sahitya-darpaiia by Vis’vanutlia. 

E. G.— Easa-gangadhara by Jagannatha. 

Yiv.-— T(Uparya-vivarai>a by Maheshcliandra. 


K. P.— I 

Yarn. — J 


Kavya-prakaslia, Mr. Yamanacharya’*^ first edition. 


San.— Sanketa by Manikya-clianclra. 

^ Kv valayananda by Appaya Dixit, 

Chan.— Ud harai.ia-chandrika by YaidyamUha Tatsat. 

Clia. 1 Yistarikd by Chakravarti. 

Chakra. — J ^ 

Sar. — Sarabbdhini by S’rivatsa-lanchhana. 

S. T. — Bdla-chittanuranjani by Saras vati-tirtha. 

gu^ii — J Bhimasena. 

D. Y — Daipana-vivrifci, a commentary on the Sahitya-darpaya. 


Nid. — Nidarshana by Ananda kavi. 

Kam. — Kamalakari by Kamalakara. 

A.-r-A commentary on the Kuvaiayananda by Ashadhara. 

Kavyalankrira by Eudrata. 

Na.— A gloss on the Kavyalankfira by Eamisadhu. 

Ch.— Chandrikit on the Kuvaiayananda by Yaidyanabha. 


Y a, , — Yamana- Sutra • Y ntti . 


Dan.— Kavyadarsha by Dandiu. 
Vag. — Y ag-bhatalankara. 

S. K.— Sarasvatl'Kanthabharaua. 

S.— Alankara-sarvaswa. 

Eat.— Eatnakara. 
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qf: HF’^q I m ^ tT^wg; I 5T ^ qqq 5j5?qiJFci^ 

w?RqN|q # i f^- 

q% Hr«TW^sq?^TqRqqFi: l ^5 qwRpN Hi^qrqw: m ^- 

^r^:, His^qr^qq 5 q^Rfqiii^q; HrsqfmRi^ q 1 ^■ 

tnTjrrS':?Tq^^^ITiIincT 1 — 

1% qf q> wqr f%Rr^?[ii’ frqr^f 1 I ?Tqr 

?}qf wqfql^^^sR re^r HmfTRJR q:^r%5rqilq 1 
^qr^lqRrq^q R^qoir^jTRRSR H^q=THFF%rmR%'RRqq^«fq- 
RFTF fTTf q ?F% ^Fq; I F% R ‘gqF5T?;F^^FTFH^rTF't ^ F%q:’ ?F*F[- 

li gqi^T^^m^fF fR Fq^quFFs^FFqsfq wFq?RHFq«^ hf- 

»F«qFF'^5f^^F^g'Tq%RFg^q'fFF5qF#5F'^ ^ ^FSR^r fFFStq'JFl'TI^q- 
HF^qj^qc^FTFlR'^ %qq; 1 m r iffr^f^^rf^^ii 3 )^^- 

TR^F^ Rofr^cToqjq-^^ | ar^ FR^'FRFTff'T^^R FR^’^R^RFSf^ I ^ 
RFF^RFR FR^'^RSc^Tifri; | qs^r ‘ RRRF ^RFRFRT RFRF ^-SFI^R: ’ 
fRR I RR RtJRR fR FR^RR R^RF^RRIRRFRHR^RFF^FW^ I 
®(FpqF^RqFq^pfFRRRRRifTFR^RR^?RFT^% RF ! F?F%f^R- 
fRF^RRFiF^q: I ^ ‘ HFF%FFR FR^R RRRRff^RF F'^S- 

’ fcRRFfFR; I JT% RKRiTF I WT^T I^Ff^ I ^RTl^l 
I qfRPTf RRTl^fR I fRRR^W; I RRFRRRF^R^lR^SRRr- 
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Hl^RrSTlff ?T^ I 

m^A ?(w^s'^qsFW:'“ii # I 
^?w,— Ir^f^ I 

m mti %?ifiWTqi nfi^Ri?- 

q#?T^^i%'^ !TfRr?Tci; i g— 555^qq>f'qi ^i- 

SRJli^r IfcJTOT'JIrTISI^q^iq#^ 

I I 1 Ai^. i i 

sm'^i %q: I RflV'' 1 ^ ■<qf»3^'^qii'|?i%^jw- 

f^: I fF I WfF'.^fcFc^F^R: I qFFJR# ^FF^lf?!®!- 

#51 imr^5i?iF^#^?i’q:i ?r: I) 3Ft# I qM - 

I I ,.^ #: I qit^i^q^ i t- 

## I 1 5TTq5Fq^ Jifqqi^^Tiqi^TFi^, ^ I ^ 

‘ ^r ?#q i g f?5T fit nfiirqFFFqi: 5Tf(Ti?p5iqq:i i ^i’^^'iif^- 
fii^qqr^f ^Fjqi ffqifiq^q^Tqq I 

5®fl^ <t^Rq<j!q5R: I 35r ‘ e f% q?^ q^iVi# 'IHU ’ f- 
tJFilli I trfJT ‘ 5?ira>^i^ 5r# I fqisV 

it q##F?F 3 F# ^?qq>: ll ’ f# qTW: 1 ^ '^^- 

I liN^ 5'ffr^?F5^ifqi^ i 3#q;rT^ h i 

^^K+rqis’^iqig; I qfi^ i 

‘ irE^pipsp > fq|#i#>j]Hn%?rJi^qc«Tqr^^ I 3®ft*!<i- . 
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^ 1 3T^ ^ qjqw q^Til^ ^ qftfgq^, w«tt 
q^qjTTimT qr^?q ^r^rd I 


I I 

i swwiq ^qq^sr? I qfc'qJt^rqTTOf 
^FT^ sqw=5|^q qr^FT^ HI HRHHHI I 

^HHJFHSH’TtflH # HH I HHraTR^IiqiTH^^ 

5H: 51% RHIRHHHHRTH | %% H ^HIH: I 

qiHH r%tH^rtr'T^q:Rr^ I ^ H 5 

3lf^ oHcpE3?TR HrfRHIHrHHFqrqf^Hi IIf^% I 

cFHHmrHTH I qFHTHiW/^qirqiHiqig I ‘ 

H'JR 1 qifwf^HIHTH; 4FfHfqr f^tRH II ’ 
fRTWH; I ^H^RqifqRRIH.l^RH ^IS^R fRI%?r tlSIH I 
#T ‘ fHITHIHRTHHr I R HRIH ^- 

=fi:0T H% ir fR HTFH: I ^'T’^l^qRITHiqTH, I 51- 

^FH HHITHR: I S'RISR HH: 

I ^HniRHHTTRI- 

fl. 1 #7 ‘ 51 %: TORHHR f^HHI H%H^ ’ HraHRISHF- 
^ fcHTRcIH; I q:5H<^qis|^ HI5II%THH% H% 

TOUSf^HIrFIT Ri4 I HHIR R?f 4 ^HU%5flSR^H 
ttq! h45w 5if%n; ^h^rh 11’ # hhiris^h HTi^ittt =5 
5FRr%HI%^Hrar5ir HHI^: I ‘nFRFH='RR%^4 H^HISqlrfTq;- 
^RH; I I%HRR[%W^ H^IH^ <5^4 H^ir 

HqHlf^^IHRrHI HfriHR I R*%Tn%I I 5#*!- 

?rftRT^ T^ ^ I ^Tp5PT HHIRHI^IRHI^-Wf f% q%- 
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Ir^q^q: I 

^TTr4 2'’q f^qfq^q'qH^^ 
q^THTrqr %qT RTqM^qrt qqqfq II > V II 

T% i??qq q^i q TcH 
T% qimT^w ^ q ivi'A 

f% Tqfqfq NW q 
^HT^ ^T^^qqnj; || >^’ li 

4 t ^4 TPT^^ I 

.^T^ rlT^rq qqq%|^|% || ’ || 

q^’T^ q:qq sqq^^^q qmqqiqfri qq[— f^firf^ I 
^f;ns;?Tqfr#qrR qmqqtqjT | tf#q qi=E?T 

qqr— f% ^nrmm i 

^wq; I 3Tq^|% q:qq ;qq=?:g?j qq[qqR — ^ft- 

^<^(*1^1 I 

qqi%q»l: l fqqqrs’Rq 3q?''^^^iq:mfqirqRq^%q I f^fil- 
1 5Tq i%qr^Rfq i qqfqqlq qi-qqqrqfqq, qr- 
[T wqrRqqrfq I iR'^oii; qfqqq qi^^q^, qRqqqifq i qnq q 
qpT I qqr q ffqrfq i (^q qqrqqnnqq 'qrqqrqf i fqRfqqt 
%%; qig^q^qi qqq qq: qqqfq qqq qqi% i raqRofi 3^: i) 
T% I qr^qRq ragqfqqq I ( ^ I qlqrsq- 

f^nq: I fqq'qr qf^: i qRqqrqTqFqiqrf l qiqrq'ffq i qqqf^- 
% ^ITErfqiiRfqqiq fqqqr: rrq^q; w.: qiqqq q #5qiqi»5[: | q- 
^.: I ) qfrfqqqr^fq I ( T4R^q q^f qqj q i qjq- 
%^qf, q q iqq I qq: ififqjti i qqnqq, q q^- 

qqrf^ i q^nq^q fqqqiq q i fq^^, q q iqq i fR^fq 
qq^qr ^q^q^IKfq q | qqqqr:, q qq[q l q[q^ «Rq: I ) 3i3r 
liR^qiqRq^rf^^'qqFrq sqq^M ^q^qq; i w«r qiRq i 



^ JT ^ 5 f^ itn; *f^T^ II ??? II 

^^TTrlT f ^rTT I 

fT^ aFn-TomiTyT 

f^ 5 TWi ^ 5 ^fr f^RwrFi>T i 
f»rTOf'»r ^S 5 ?:?qw g'^ng^insTwR ^rq^: II’ s'^ll 

9TS[w^ qq q;q% sqq=5|^ qi=s4 qqi — •sTf^iRf^ I 
^qist^qr fiq# I q^i^i:’ ‘qw'qiq: 

I ?PTT^Tf^m I 

fFHiqf qqi^: i l 

q>i^^qqiqis#f f^jnw#q Irq^^sfq i 

^«rfq — ‘ H? I5: ’ fR 1 

viRfRI^ I gqf^q ^mrt 1 ( Wr 5 r: 1 ) am qq ^RqRqi- 
RM ffiT^qffmmqr^wr 1 w ‘#ii't^ ^qnqq’ # 
qji%n%qqr q^liKTRR qfiri qrqRqtfit^framf^- 
I q^w I I fqgq^wc 1 

qqi^ q^ qq^q?^ %qq; 1 qqr ‘ wq q^qir: qi- 
qRqiq qrR^q^q; 1 ?F%qqq^ wmi^qR qqir fR 1 m 
#l?rqq?q q qN.- 1 qqiq^ qwsqpfiTPr qrqqRqRisqrqT- 
f|qRiqrq^s^; 1 tqqf^q^misR R^qqw qiqiqrqiiTiq, I 
RraRq^qRiR l ( irrq; 1 ) am q% ^q; 1 

Ri^qm Rqqm q>Rqiqcf% qcq^ ^qwrgRqiw qqR 
T%qf$^, qqiR q 1 qqq^sR I ar^qr: I%|- 
q^qiK+qqrs^qjirm ^qrffqq qiqm^iT^mRRftrqq; 1 ^jwaTt- 
■ ^qqq^prwqft^R qq ^qRqr ffq ^r qqcqjrqqq^qf^ q# l 
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M ^ TO'q I 
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wfr'qj q 3i%fi fR %ci^, sn^cift^if^fqFq 'iN^qfwrsBSFr- 

fRRt qpqf q^rsqj^'RtsfiiqH 3Bq:RrsqiqTf^f%%^,q i 
^Iq^rsgsfT^q qRfqqicT i cnrf; i q: i 

qfi?wr^rf%% qs, q;i5qr%wqqi^ i RTRT^f^ I 
q^i: ’RfR I cRq ^ 

qlTHqq[%qfT ^ i%q^R i qqjF%qi 3 !q;i# 5 tRq; i 

fTR^mq^^ l ^ qF%': 25 T 5 i?ir^i%?ji 3 i;T% I 

fW R f^crT^ilF:qR^^cqJF?i-qrs^q:rT fi% rith i 

%qjj; i i q;i 4 qiRq:q 5 H %- 

I arf^R^ I ( qHqqtfFqJi; 1 ^FFRl I ) 
^-tm ^^ToiF 1^ €T*R5i3qT^ I 
^ ?F^ ^qfi^ RF^^q qql^R^Rr^F^, qF>T^FRISl'^ 5 Tql%: 
^Eqq; I fi% qRT^qRU I f^qq^J H 
I ( I ) ‘tHBi qfFF'^: ^F: RF^qsq HTRI I 
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^^TtTItTT^ I 
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^3T3T ^'?«igprn l^T 3TXfT’JT ^ I 

m ^T^ 3 TH 3 Tgft || » 3\3 |1 


m ?f(qrw HTffHqiiWr | Tfi^% I 
q#iTip^' 7 Jiq[ir<i[fS 5 'T[TTqrT q^;rqifq 
jq^rmq:rRiqrqTcTqisHq(?q q^ircq^^qq cTr^qTTTq: i ^ 
q^rr^f ^;'' r qqR:?rmRqiJ[%frpq: i ^rqqRq 5'=^- 
qffrRrqf^R qRqr: 1 srqfqijRRR <t qqq; 1 m qqT®FcRrsJTl- 
=qTmqRifi; 1 '^cr 1 qq #q:qi^^i^- 

qrqi^RT q^R^FcRIWI^^qqll rfR^qq; I qq ^ f^JR^qq- 

qq[ q^q qq nf^qt^qw: 1 qqrq qqi— qrf^sT:^!^ I 

3T;%qq|q qi^R %q3 ^q;fqiq’ I qi§q qmf^q^ I ( qiq! 
?j;?: I ) qf;^ ^FqRq^qfqi^FfqFq^ H^qf qqT0IrqJ3[, # 

qifwq^qqqt% qfq -tq^qt qRUrqq, q^fqwlqRqqgr- 
^%qqrq: 1 ’R:qRT%qqr q^^qqq^Rqqqqrq^rsq qq?^: 1 
^^FTT^qr?^: 1 ^qr qiq qwq%iqif^#^pqiqq?ft- 
^sq.- 1 3 Tq q^fq I qqrqqw qq^fq^rsf^ qfqfqfqi% qjq: I 
q#qT%=qqi’'qif qq^<^ q^qwsfq q^qqfqf^q qqr^i^ 5 ^f% 1 
‘ i%Rf^ wsfq '^^Tfqrt f% qq q^^Rfqil: -qq q^ 
sqiqq; | ;2R^ q|^q?q sqiqq; | aq^Sq^^- 
q ^jqqqqq^R qq %Rr|^>qf: 1 qrrT^f^ I qr^q^r qqi'qT- 
fRqiHfqirqfq RR; i qr^ 1 ^i^fqR^qqf^qqSt q^q'^q 
f^qqrqiqf^qqfq'qq^ qqqqlfqiq qrq; 1 ( qr^q?^ i ) ‘qr- 
fqqq; f i^qf: f ^sqq^ sqiqfqqsf 1 qiqq^ ff^q^q^ ^ 
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frf^RJi W\, I 3R^5^ ^TfTqr^^^ ^TW- 

jRtMr^^^^rs^q, I ^Tf T'Jiq;— 

^ f^HiIT f^it ^ nwfr I 

^ ?tW fqJ^xT f% 4 ^STT II II. 

^7^oq^ ff g ^ ^- 



ff^^cPnSTfrflJnqfJTff, 51?^^ m: 

I ^ ^ JTOT? ^%fWWRF% Wl*irqsc?f^|q: | 
’T^r ^RtT^JfPTfmJrTqfFTq F^if^ RwrfqiVi^qjF; I ^ ^ qr- 
^ I I ^fR- 

^ ri^qi^ig I m1frRq:qqi5qqR- 

%g;, ^ I Qjqj^t'^JTfffqq er^HWiWi % U ^- 
qr 1 1 i%m4 ^qr — wit I 

'm V’TfWTsfq^wn'l Rwiim 1 ‘ i%qiH5q q- 

’ ^wif^^qiTH^wiWR^5qq^5 curWjt i m w 

>^^1% M- I 


qR^RR ^3^1 ’ I ( ^Rwr: =q^^r: 3Tf?q;F: %^f q^q 

q^wi: T^qr qit^fqR qir^qm 1 qiqf 1 ) r^wf- 

qraqpr qcpt qw qqjficfl^fxTf^qjqa^; 1 (%qiqqfq:q qf^) 

^’•Tti%Rq5t I I q^T; I q q ^qqiwr'qqiH’^qji'^qqqr- 

q?qi^ ^loqf^qqqi^q 1 qfqq^sfq q^vfqq^iTotq =qq- 

cqiRn'^wq: 1 ( %f^i ) ‘q:f f^qqrqqqfq: 1 % q^qqfqtq- 
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vT^ ?rf ^*«r I 

fritsft 1 

?fT M ff 4 ^sf4 1 

'n’TT f^?S II II 
3T^ W:«TTsfq T4rTf%4 3T^MI- 

I frmqiMm, 4t- 

J^r^lW^— 

irTTrstfi-^ I 

WTr%%m^ I I fT^ ^F^- 

?W?^F^rT: I cTrfr w— I 

m ^5f pfT^WIflF^ ^RTcF 'JWNct HF?qi 

I 3Hi^'TrofrfTFq«T 4i«Tr^i 

I ^ =5r«rr — 

jffCi 1 1% tt^?i (f.’3 qci) ^i^;’ I ( umi 

^■. I ) 5F^^?T i ‘ 

^fPr'Tf?|; m 4l^J I H[TF3«[^^fI% fTr^FoW^fF?WIfir 
# I <75 5r#^TT^[Tf^f^scq?iJ^ I ‘%|i^qlwrTr’ friJrlF I R«- 
I ‘ % ^S2r; f^ ^q: ’ fcqifr I 
^ 1 3T^qrrqf4Tli I qrq^q#?Tf^'^: I ( qf i ) ^- 
f^R: R^FiqR: I 5^qi[qq mii%qiri^#qif^qqq; I ^qr- 
i%icqj5^ I ( w^:- I ) I qw ^5 #t»i; I ^- 
sq^Twq; I qFiwqf qq^qm^ q I m #qr%qqF^qifi4f^'4- 
qq^ ^^qifqqrq^q iqp^lfqi^^q sqqqjj^ i m i%qiqq- 
’=^3^14 ^^fqq; i ^qqj'^-qq^raqgru q^tq qqrM'^Fq^ i 

1 s. ttoI ftw I ^ %^RWR?n: jmi i 

5rviq fwi; ^^55q?q ii qiq^ ^tiqq u 
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MT^t I ^rfT^— 

TT^ ^TR ^^TPTt I 

^ ?r4 ^R7 II ?V? II 
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•• 3T^ ^m- ^ift- 

§R?n?W: I ^^^<JIII— TT^ I 


I ( *?% I ?n'^lTIRI^R>|: I ^WI5fJfT ^- 

Hf^cr 3 T[^^ I ) fq%wrf^cTr^m%% i%R^wq; 1 915 ^r- 

^ I ’?RTi^f|wqf^ I ‘ ^HrwqjTR^ fr- 

WfR^tr I fll ^ »33 

HI^ II ’ fRRISR HtT t?5 I '#tS^ I%'l^ ^'l^lRR^dsi^RTji 
fcq’?!^ I ‘ H|^I%m^IcWRWW I *T- 

^^rsR^i^??R R ir R^ilr 5 era’ll 

m ^ ?R: I 

^ JTcf[R^WIR[ I ^RR: -^jn^^RR^I^R- 

^TR I cI^I?I 3 ^|cT: I R ^TF- 

I ft? ^ ^mrsHi 11 ( I ^- 

’iw ^ RPRi I 1 ) rr: I 
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wi%: m ?^T^^nTt^: il \6 \\ 
^ ^ ^iK^, ^g?T?i»n4 fgq^, ^ ggrf^ I 

^ 5 %^T5'3IT%^ JfHI^ft^IT 5 - 

»n^>TT?R>!,, m ( ^W>'l5iqiTO»TI^5MI<IRr ) 
# 1 ^: I ^^TfTO— 

5T^3T ^’'Tt ^"irf ^ I 

fl 5 ^3t<iit ^m't'inj^ II II 
g?T ^ ^ I’fW^TT^q fq- 

f^T^ i 

3i5rRiRi[^f% 3 ?»TiTw m%Tr>|J^: 1 giiq- 

Hsrraqfjjf nr i irf^wi: 

HqR^^rfq^Tiqi: fiiR; TRr^miri; I fT'-qRR’TF^ =q WIF# 
I :3^If ff^ I 

^qsq; 1 r^ris^^r i ^g'u^qrfqR^qfq mW 
’Tcqn'^^ ^ I ^itR: 1 ^ ^ r^^ijf: | ^ 5 

tT^ff^ I Wqff^TRRR^rHHIcf; I JI(frW=^ 

I qq'R ?ir 

THMr qiFRR ’R: II ’ 3TRiT^gr^fci;| fll^- 

qiRoi^!: 'pfk 

grti ^R ^R: 1 JTf^3[FTr: I qFI^^RiW^RR^r^i; I W- 
inirflf^ I qFIWft qFJI'qR^I^qRHWRf^’i I ( ^ I ) 

^OIR 1 ^?Tci ^- 

^ Hq^RFg,’ I ( ^TF^F I ) ^oi^Friq^^: 5RR%%?T: | 
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^nrrf^: «fn^ 
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^qqiRTq ^g^fi'iT ii >vm 


qqTs^iTisrg, ^ ^ cT^fiTOSHqR^R- hct(T | ^■=^ ^ 1=3^ 

qq Rut | 

5!^5t ^iqi^cT trq Rfi'qrqFwqiRR 1 '^qji[ 1 HRFq^^K^qisfq 

R%q qq q^nr^TR 1 rt^^rr^tp tr^ \% :j?^: 1 

^qrs^iTFT RrsHiRT^RfSTWR ?R wRqr?M- 

Rqqr R^q^qiiT fR 1 qq 1 

^nnf^f^rT I 

^iWRfq: qifi? wa^ 

qqif^: I H^qRR: I qRflTf^ I 


fq Hflsq^f'qRSR ?T?:?TF«I C^RFFHtTF 

qF=EqT I cFRF R F^RFRFR 'RcRR: . I | 


qFF4^ROilRFR^^'^Rqf^R^7WfR'4: I RR %R %qFSF^ II#R 
^Rf^S^RF’-RqRFRR^FiFR:? I %F%R qFF4^?:oT^RRtRfRq5J- 
?FR^ I FWFRFF^^RR RF^?:RI%FRR5’’RI%4Rf5^;TF'^: | ‘ ^ 
rFTRF: ^I'RFRJ ’ ffRFll F%F=lR?RqR%qFF’l- 

^WRFrR^T®lRq RTH^^HRF^F^fRFf: I 
F%#*^cTfRF?RR qRot Sf^Ri^^rq^RR RF|^^RR^%RWSRilf^: | 
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^kwril^^ir ^r??r?R nfir^ : i ^^?Tinq?pk>- 
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^ 1 ‘ c(l^ F^lF'^F^Scqi^R^frCfl^R?: ’ ffcT I #TF1 ^- 
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R3I^??J RR^R RR f'.RHf’-RIflW: 'J^ p^Tfi?- 
^%: I ?TRT%^TR f^(|%rfcl>i[^ I ^- 

I ^TH^mfrr I ( 3?;^^ | ^\. 
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^Hqj^gqqqRHqq'l chr eq^Rrsqqm: i%qr qRRrqt 
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RRq: q qg: q qi^: | q^^rr-q q^JT I) 5fl=T qq^f^qqqr 
qplq i%Riq^ qqq^Ei?^W4q^q qiqiqR^wqqw^sFT- 
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q^qqigl q??qcR?qisfqg^qrq qos^q fjqis^qqg; I qqr ‘qi^i^F^I- 
fq^ qsw ^ qqqjiqq ’ i qimisiqq'F ^rg^iftq- 
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^fF^FSJfFf^ F^'t'F I f^iF^q I Roff- 
?Tfctn^H?^F^’^ I ( TWF ^ ^ wl^Fl^WF- 

f^ *FiF^5?arFFf5Ff^T TFS^W fR ITcFR^FR^Sirs^, 3T|il 
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RFct f'^^RS^^FIFF^R ^^‘FT^'^iFRi RRRFFS^Fl^FFRFR »FtF%- 
fF^^I ‘f|»nf^ R?f€F»FJT W- 5F% I ’ fRF^FW^F^^ I 
fTip^sl^ iF?F:HFW®Ffl^: iRFF^R^fFRFR^FF!: I 5fF^^ aipjT 
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%qq?q[iirq§: i trq flfrqqqqr fq>^sR i ‘ 
oiqqr %q q^i qt i^r qq pqFq'^sqifiq qr %^iq^ 
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a^nf^SR %T^(ipRP«f’PT jurni**!- 

it^wr ^^I?*!T ffcRRIJ^Tiir I I 

i ar^^qf i 

‘ ’ fr?T^ Rc^rra^iTRiT^ ^T 3 ^[S? Rf^TI^ I 

‘ aTR^^I5^^T^ >Tfrr: ’ I 


I 3T^ I ar^'TWRI^W^- 

%: ’ I I ;TT^i^IT^i^CT^I- 


(TI^ RTp^Wi; I R ^ f^: I ’ll I Jfl^^lM 3- 

I ) I aTf|Rr5|:R#f^'^^ I af^W^ 

?? ^ ^[ M'»<^I <^: I ^ I aT?TT?^^sf^ I aRRI^rp^S- 
{^ I sr^^ I RRF^^ I PTHI^mI^^PT I PHI- 

*4 5#TrcEli|p, I I CTT^^FF^I ^ ’ftf^I- 





fW^TT^ mi 

fjlwr^ si^ 

3 T 5 r JRfTW?^T 5 =^M^tTqT 

^ ^ JT I 

’iiiT^ri— 

^JJTT IF? i 

>ff It ^ 5TnrW'^'#S^T^cq5I^PT^f5r IR ^vsll 

I ^TNmT^ 1 

I 

^RI#Tf^lf^^ ?T|5rq?H, I I 

35raf >jf wR^rt ^r | 5icftr%: i ^ 

^c?TqrRJ''TOfRRSr(TfRrTR | rT^TIRSR !7P#^i^^- 

k^’. 1 cl^r m^TfqJT, 3 y<q'^^F5IfOiFtF^ 

I ^ =5f WFfIfJRFH^T: I ^ H=^’noT^^F?F'TF55rF3>J5JFF5f^ 
I ?FFF^ ^m«TqFF^?r^Fra>«qF’T I 

5F3^cfF^ ^T^FFF^FFWFtT I STRFW^RF^F^- 

5r^: I ( q^RR F ) ^cT'FW ^FR^RFJ^ I ( F%R f^FJFJ- 
FT «FR FTFRq; ^ W ^^fF ^^fk^FF^ I ^Tf^- 

iFFS^FFlf 9T^m5|3Tf%FF?^F:-‘^FRFfMF ^’-TF^n^ H%FT HFSR- 
fFRT:' 1 'TF^f^ I ) FTfSpRn I 
SFR^^J]: I I RRF IRFF ^ RR’F;I ’TlR'JFj^f- 

ftF% ^F^ I ^JFFF: WfJFFW | IRFF^ aTFRFF^ I ) ’jJlF: 

FT^J I l) 

3Fr ^RR^RF^FTRF^FRFfFF^: I f f% 1 

l a. ft^r: i 







^T^JRT \H^i \\ ^TT II II 

rT^ %f^ f^^f^V:^1JrT: II \o W 
Ji^NK^n^ ^ 3T?TOf^Rrgi ^ 

TO I ^J^TfTO.— 


%^l 

Wlf^ FITt ^ % ^??TTtll^^<J||- 

m I T<i[TfT^— 


H ^ i%'?r I sTw^JU'^ft i%^CT?TPT 
’T^ H f^^: I ffW 5rf^Rr?fjR?>J% ^ ^r^rmi'^Rr^ 
^ i%r%^ f% g 5Ri%nHt^^H^r^i% i 'r^ cf¥t^ifT«i>3;— 

f^«f*i'/i^ I 

!7f%5?TMt mi I^f T%wm^l^#l^l I 
fiTM ^^I?^ir H it^I’71 I^^'T: I 

I pg f^ttqoT ‘ ^(%v:ir W^H-’ 

I ^1%% TOR^WI^lIJ^Ip^’I^- 


M H Tt 1 1%^ ^ ^IR^RpI^ RTipHfH^cII ^TvIRTtI- 
R'l^ 'I’^Rr^'ifRj]; i*ff^ ^n>iT- 

^1 P I%RRlT5r 3TRR: Rl^r ^ ^1%^ '^If I f% I 
I I ( I 311^ airiR^JT I ) pi- 

5®ll 1%: I ^ ( 3TiqT I ) I 

R I TO'?W<F’Trimi>Ri^^S':q?T 5 1 q*?! ‘iT^sf^ ^ ^’TFTIP- 


^ s. m >lcr: 







^T?TTft^ 5^ ^3T1^ ’>TTt«T W»niJI II 
^ W>R^ 

I ^^^'»rq;— ^ 

^f^I Jr^iT#T^^R Rt^HT^T lf^^ll?«o|| 

w^— 

gft'>Tt ^r^5r: ^ t>i: I 

??PT fRTT f% ^ II W II 
Rk JIFT?^^fT^S%, WT f^in- 

^irT5^^r^TS#TT^ I 3TrT 


^ ^ I 

I T^^5TF?Tc^r4 f I?T: ^§?5T^JF?TF?F^rf^ fT- 
^ WFOT H ^ffrar Mw: I an (T^%% I >^- 

^ ‘ f=Tlr^ R frRf^igwRsqr^^jr I ^- 

^’T— ^|;7-f^(^ I 

arsTF^FR ^ I ^f%f 5R^>^ I RRT— »l f fnft fi r I 
sm f% 5T R =R^®r^ i ^- 

^RR R^r RFFR^RN^FR SR#ql^TTlR, 'T5*T^RRR':q5iTtn%- 
f^T% H ^ ' ^f^5rtff%iI[^’=®R ^RlftRRIci. I f^- 

^SI^qrRR^ RfollFIfri l m RR^^IS^^IRRI^FTIcI I aR 


^%-— 


rfrfu:’ fR 1 (^ I ) ‘RT RRI^ ff^ %RI^: %R RR- 

%5 I W TRHT^ II ’ ( 3TI^ 1 

I ’TO RWRRR arp r;*? qRTI Jim’Tn%: RR I 3T- 
%!! R^R I PfI5i RT ^RRT RPRI RR: R^: RP:, 
R^[, ?pRt«r RRR ^fRr%: RcRR I RIRRlfM I ’J- 

I argRRif ^PRR: anRPFR|i%: | aiR^- 





^ts^^s^nir f^ril ^ I 
!rjT ’TrinT?3^^!I'iT^ ^ I 
fq;5ir?n-^m ?3- g ?(^jpti ii "aJ! ii 
7^5 %?rTpT jf^’JTrf^rr ^sir^q^Y 

qr^ qr^HTTHT^f^, ^T tlf^: ( ?r^^T5srf ?i^ 

) I 

Ir^T^ I 

R»?PTfT ?T^ I I%%#r 'IRT^ I Wf:Rf^^Tr%q^: I^cT fr?T- 

I I 

^5<l^?^rSJR3?T^?T ^f^^oiHT^q^PTIrrwr^ ^q f^T- 

^ ciTJT'iif^'jq^ i ^^qrsq^- 
cRq g^rsirl^ o^cqw: i qiT%> qFrq^qqqr^e^rf^q^q rr^'^q q^: 
sifft^:, ^ fqqr=5^i%fq^Fqq qfrq'qqquiiqf^Rr^ qqr nq; i 

^fF^ftrq^ fqqrfr wiqq Hc^iq^i^'q 
qql^grqifqqfh =q q^^fqrq vqq; i q ?qfqqTqtTt>^^qqns^ ft- 
qi%q: I q^qis^rsnqqfq^ i qsfif^: i q^qqi qMq%%: l 
fffwqq I qoj nr qqifq»Wqiq'^qq I ‘ mq: q: 

qr^aqnq qqffr^q i ’ #rrs^i qrqrsq qqq^RfrqqFqq I 

qrqf^rqq^qW[q':qqqi ^ rq:fqcFrq:q q^f %qwr g- 
®Rqq:^qq, g^iFT qr qrqfqqjqqqqf^ q: i qqr ‘ qg'jqiiq qr^ft- 
qf f^q^ gq’frqqg i qrrqqqrs^q rqqq^'q^qjqqfqf: II’ k- 
q^fqiRq^ ^qnwF TqqqqFfT fqfqrqrq i gq ‘.g^qrqgqq g- 
^ JTfmqq^: i\- \ ’ w-qr^qq^'r, ffqq;g?FqF??qW^FTfq^q q I 
Rfqtq^qqq^qrsqFqrq I qf ‘ qqq^ JifFqFqtqi '^fh qfqFq^r ft- 
|: I qgqiFFf: qf^^'^i; qlqF^q qfrqq ii ’ flq 1 q^ i ^%oiqFr ^- 
q g qRf^FsfFF^ q^qFqqFFTcqFqFqrg i ^ I 
I sqiql- 1 frTT^fr^ I ^TF^q^ ^W- *qgq?qpn- 
qiqfRi'^ qrqM qgt ^ ^ 1 qnli^ qqrq gqisf;, HF^F^q- 
K< 





qftw: l 

5^1^51 ^T IR's^ll 

m Tf^r3W%^ *TWS!iii^, ^ 

qjWiRfT I 

rr^qTsqr^fiT^^ rrrf^TT^rT^Sar: I ■ 
f^rffr^ I 

3?q ff|<iiiqq; I ^f^rsq^qr q^nq^i q^rqr =q ff^- 
#Tf q’^goMfxI^qT qqi^: | qf%qR5?II^qiqq; ‘ ^- 
<ii?iRisq^ qqTtTrqnqfq|Wf: ’ f^, q^^qq; i qFfTsq^q g- 
<%sqrs^ sqrqf^qrqqq^Rnqqfqrq: i g>qsq^#T q ^^ 
I ‘ qiq qf^RTTR-’ f^qili q^qqM 
q^q?qrqrqq^q l q t qq cqqj^q ^#T5?7?^[sqiT^T: i rr- 
I 

qf^l% qiiqcqq: i ar^qiqFqqpq i qrq^q^gqqlqsfq q^ ^- 
qgqfsqi^; qf q^q goi qrgfTiq qqr arqqgq: i yqFfToig— 

Rfqq;giR%q qiq^q^qrq;, g guiqiqflqrf^qq; qftq; %- 
q^ qro^q ^ ?cqq; I qrFqqf^ ^q^qfq^qRlqrsq 
^•. 1 ^siJ^Aq^cqiqrqra i fqfq^^ I (qiqqFis^ qgwqqq^- 
tqq^ I q^fq^ q^q f^Plqq'q^: | p:qi: 3f^r: I ) 

?qT qq^jqf^ l ^frf ^Fq^qqiq: l (^'T^rirf?^: I ) 
aiq ^fftq q|q gq^qfqf^ sqqfT^ %i%q I ‘ qqqFiT^ qmi- 
q|^ ^sqri^r ’ fqr:qqif{«iq i qTHf%#R sn^^^- 
gqtfqjqfsrq q|uiRttM ^rqrq qi'qq^i qqr ‘ qj^fcwif^ q^ ^^ 
^ I q:^qisqgoiqiqr sqq^rr f^qq^qg, i 
tip: 1 3Trgqg?!5wrs'fti^l ^qrqq^qq'iqiR^^qigq^- 





T{^ ^%3T f^arar^l 

TT^Tiin^ ^ f^^T IT T%s% II II 

wsfW^^iTspf ^Tfr^ JT T^igqnrf f^firt I f% 
^ 3T^ I ^ 

3Tstf^ ^4 JT#^ f^sfqHfqTrf^^isgf44m, ^sci|<it 
JTfrRrl^ I ^T^T— 

mw% \ 

TRW ^ It? ;?t?? ? =? ? ?TST#T? U >\s'^ II 
^TWTT Tnf^rT WrTS’^^TT^ rR’W^ II ^^ || 
fl^ TT s^rmw T^ffT* I 

^?hT^? ?fT ’T%^'T?Tf^?Wr RTftgtPn %- 

vr^s^tf^ I 

3T^rsf4T% ??% |?^^rrswTT^rw^^^if^5[r^^4r5rfT»ig i 
^ I f4TRT?Tf^- 

Cl^ I (%’ =^S5r gt cRT^ 5If #^IS!7f fR':q=s?T^ I cT^rSf^l^q^^FS- 
sTFTf^? I HRf'^g^upc^ici I m\ =^r5iri;3^ 

5J^fI^'TIS?igfT>il^JI^rr?[55T^grI^F5JigfR[5?«T: ^T>K■ I W— 
»Tt»TfW% I 

3T?rs;qN^Tn^ TRW^F5!TI^T(%f4 IfI^['5lWf'TT4tT«TH3[- 
qlTTr^^r^rg i ^fr%^3TT[%: 1 5!T^»>f^ I 

??[ ??r i cT>«ir ^ %^[sf4 ^^rf qs:^ 

I (^[s^ftr? I ) ‘'7^''?rsm q?if4 ?T’^fr4 r^^] jr 
TR? I TPRR^SR IT? ??? Rf|?r? T%[? II ’ f?ff? 
fc?^ T^R^FTtrr 1 ( ?Rr I JTf?f*Tf^ I ?r?? ?fTrH- 
1 3{| 31^ I =qR^ 1 3Tq?R? I i ) 

? I q'^^??F if#? 

Tr3l#?FJIWij^ ^fq: 1 3T5 f?%ql=FFF??F?(?4w 4^ I f???I|<li: 1 


r 5, 5. 2. c? =5rfq I 





5TOi; I 

m ^ «rM ^i: I 

^^r: # ^m^i^i: li ii 

^Ti^ w Hii^ ci5?3 cf- 

^fS^ H S’Tmirr I f^- 

^ ^rtr ^ I 

I I ( I f^5If^^^PTf 

smi% #ti^f=sRoiii^ I i%^rt: I ) 3t^ I (T»ir 1 ^r- 

sjtnrt I i^gwn- 

1 3T;:q^TrW^ sri^F^Jf^r^R'^TI^^ScqiT’l^ 1 ‘IsfncEfiq^ f- 
^(T % f g'Frf'?: ’ fc?r^ ^iJirler^RT i m WJi^Tt^r- 

f[^ ^q>T I 

f^^-isf^ fj^r ^RJTl5?TFpr^RiI^kF 3 Tvij^[^| qv^f qijbi- 

^^RFJF^^^^r4 g5iq|[%^fl5qqqq:r^ q | qq^ ^ 
^F#T ^F^’ f^F^>TF?F'^ Wt ^FT^F^T ^Tf|^^- 

4 f4i^F^r4F44 %^^5’RqsT | qq[ ‘ I^gsqF^ ^FF4 R^TF f'^^FcF- 

4f% fFF »Tf^> ?F3F ^^ ^\ 515F^4^'JFf4i%: I m SFf f44I^- 

Rr?IF%^4}f^^?FFWF^3q5 ^fl^F^qil’ fF^ R4 Ilf4 

5IR»f 4 ^F>T JF^ 3FF^f^F ^Ff«Fft3[JT I q^ ‘R^F%4 fiI( 4 ^^F»?^- 
I f?|«r'FtVF4 qcq 11’# F#W5I#- 

^F^: I q >^F^^ I qqF^ F%S^# F4qF4 F>:W^ I ‘^F- 
4# ^fI $f^^: tFF%4r5q^ i ’ m flm^F^FF^^ *Ff r^"#- 
^?F?I3 5^^F%I cRRtqf^F I^f4- 

|0ft^^45T ^Fl ^ F|H#F'^g#3jT54RJl'T4FS#^qF’#SRq!- 
' #3^44^FTFSF'^|#f^F4'#F^F4^|^qqlt!mF'm4^F; 
3r^F%?Tl: I ?RF 5If!RT ^F^fFRI ^F^q^^T 3 ^ =ip{^ I 



^ II II 

^TOSp» m) 

spR^TRq;, m 

^ ?n5F^l ?1%WI: I 311^ 5^: 
’F^jprp’Fm^^c^F^Fnq^RCJlf =^>Ic^: I fTFTI- 

cerS^:q^T: I ^ gqr JTI%: 1 I 

^ SfW ^fs^^F>r, flcftqi 5 I H ^ 

WT^— 1 

^5[: ^T^F F'^q?TWr^^F ’Rm’RH^Frqi^C 1 qg[F F^^^F^^ # T- 
TmS%?^JF; I F%^^R»F%: I ^'^'TF RJRRT^^FTPFRFW^FTFqf 
% qFcFTF^; W R^ltRS-FIHflTHffF^g ^FfFSFfHF^ ^ W: 

RfWi^I ^R«r^ sq^R’q^^FS^FWFf^ I ;?F^R»Fff WsV 

g RF^RFFR 1 3Rir^f 5 RF^^F^^R I ?F^rIF>FF5r3R?F5lfJ(F^I^- 
^^FFW^F^F^F^Fcir I cTtF^WR^FT^F^FF^FS I ^Tm^F R ^*F- 
^JFm'^F^F^R I 1 3TR^«riiff:F^; i r^ mf^'Pf^, 

«F«FF ^fM^IIR fI?!fF^%^iwfF^i ^^^’TIf%^«FF ^Tf^F^F^ 
=F I FF5?FF'^^^: FTg^F^^^ W^FfFfi: I aT?«F«FF ^%SF7 ^- 

^[%: I ?FfS%^ ?F5| %5I I ^ ^F^^IF'5^^- 

f'^S^Fc^^^F^^ 5F?F^S^#RF m‘. ^fF'FFR^T^F:, c^^- 
rflW RFJF^ I q»FF F^'F^Fr^FF^iF ^Jr^qF IFRrF?q ^- 
"FFWFqqqFSl^qF^fqFqqF^F FFFjfeqq^F^Fq, I ilSR qf^f ^3Fq- 
wqF^fFF^Wrq qq MFS^q^qqiqNFFTF^ i qT^'FTFF^V’^?^ i 
^sqFfqF%«F7ffFqFF%q>5: F I q?c^F%- 

F^FFJ^F ^ gjqRF^ FFJF^: | 1 3Rq fF^F^q^R: I sqqRqf^- 

'FFqgTFF?qF% f sqqf^qtftfrF 1 qqF feqcfirqtF^F Iqql^i i 


F JF. ftqr ifrT qr qr5: 1 ^ sr. ?? F 








JTtn II II 

% I qr5?rs»i^s^K%5 m^i— 


^r 'iifcq p«T »Trq ^r qf q^^3T0'>i?[ i 

wqm ft3T3Tffl qR^qfsq f^qRf II 


^rqisgjOTt ^q^ ^rsjqprrqq^ I qqftqjq qrf^ 


^Tcqrrlqqisqsi^ I ^q 5i3?rs^rTqmqrsqWTqmq 5F^rs- 
^'q;RqiWf% [%i?[q i qqmr qqf— I 
srqfs^qfqqqqiqr: qT^qT^qq^q sqqi^i^: i ^qrqr qqr — 

f^qrfrf^ 1 

qT^qrqqq^q sqqf^q^ qqrqqq; i ai^qqr 
qqr— ^ nrrsqtf^ i ^ 

3iqfS5qrq^q% ^fsqWR[ I q?qqqr: ?i37i4^qraTq^ qr- 


^r 9Tq?p#qimqr i I ^r^«J^/^q: i 

q3[^ I (qrq^rsq qsq^ q??qrf^((%rqr q>^q i) 

wf w<qf q: rraqr ^q i^^lqqt q^pl^q^- 
?qn q|?r i%q f fq^: | ( fqf^qq fq^ i ) f%q^- 

^ I qqfl Rfq^ ^qqr i (# 'qrqtfq i ) ‘q qr^qni 
^ q pf qfqf^rwnj^ l ^ ^qf^Rff qi^qqiq^ r^qirq- 

qiqrf^tHd) q^#T i ( qpq 35^: l ) aiq ^qi^^^rpq: 1 





^ I p 

'TT^^ ^T3?MS- 

gjTTf^ ^ ^ ^€r^JTrir^^'T^r^) I ^- 

3TT% #Fn:r% iR^jmnT # 

TFFS^TWRf ^ fT% Wt ^ ^ ll’!'3^ll 

^ Wf^JTWT JTII^, ^ ^- 

3T^^rftfk I 

FI^TR'^^ ^rs;?TI^F5RiPT^IHT- 
T^^JF^JIFSTFS^rf^rt H ^ #T-. I ^F^JFFiJF^- 
^'Ff^ct, I FJ^FfTiJFq;— 3TT^ 1^ I 

m F^S^F^ ^FFWRRF FI^’PFII^^ g^FIT^RF ^- 

F^*FFHIr*FR I FIfq'rS':?T^ ^ ^FFl^^'n W^FTR^'T ^F% 

f^i7F^FF%% I I ‘l%^ ^F ^FT^Ff^R’ 

?F^ ^%T«Fkl%5F^57f|^ ^qRJT rcI-<FF ^F^^FR% IFrfFf^- 
f^^FRJFF^^T FI?TF^^F’5 fF’F^?T I ^^^St?TFf I 
^ I RgRFcFFRt I ^’ii^^FFFFFJR^F^ FPfl%: I 
FFnitFR^Ri; I I 3 ttm?t I ^FrJRFR I qT^^rW^ i ^■ 
pjf^cFpF^ ^%3^f5;RF^R’|:| ^iTF’Wf I I 

( ^ I) 3TF% JJ# HlWq, IF»R FFR fF^r^FRcI, I JF^^F- 
5Ffe% I ‘SJ^^RF ^^RFSF'^RWqqFti; I FTF2- 

^ qRFfeqJFT: I iHFqf F%5FPnq; i I ?- 

RfFOFF I F^EF^RF^ I IRR ^W^FFI^ I fFT J- 

tRi%f%nji(^T^f I) 3 n?qR 55^ ff^i ^FWFFf^RiHT- 
%FF »wi^i^ g ^Tt) | ’ti<!} | Hi jJFFRTOFFf^F^^FfF^. I 









^ MWi'iPf: ^ ^‘ifT^r II ’<Jo II 

JTW?^^ I ^ wi- 

^ JwrnRTT I f? frifrffw^f^^ ^- 

pWTPW^ I ^ wn m- 


I ^RN W— I 

m s?Ti’=5flr% =^[^1 1 ^rs^^- 

^1% rnTRR^wl[% ^ I i^qims^rn^f^wr i %m- 

I ^r^rfrstq^ TTW*?! rif'Fi^ ' (T^%r 

if; I FT55r% IriJ^rr?^ ff?F^ f5ffFTT«Ftspv7R[a i 
?;q^l'PT^iTf jf; I fr5^r?^R%F^I^ ^jfti r 

F^: I (TRITR^TW^R I cFglFR 

1^ HFf^^q; IR R 5 Wf'^ ^^i^F Hf cFrHFfF^ f^ 1 ^F^cTW^- 
«r^Ffl^F% I hIw RFSf fr ^^f^rf’I’f^^ff I hIr I- 

^i ’TF^F^rl^F^RlFITff ^FTF R H>IFHFF%; I =^JTfFr^JT JFfFRrrf?ir- 
^(fl^: 1 FFF R sq%%n ^T^^I^rfcTF #RR=F^qq; I ^ ^^FS?5^- 


I ^F%^Ff^f»R ^F^: I t^FTW H1 kIFF%IF%®FI 2>T- 
^ FTF^ ^FFT^^oFFR W^F^RFfl^ I I RJF^^TFF'^: pF^nF^: 
^#(TPrT^F%?T: I f?cT: F^T®!*! |fF: 

^WF^ 1 F^F^l^RFlR ?fVfR F%IfTT^FirFF 
|F^«r I W ^ f^^IJtR F%«TF^F RFT^'F5r«r I 

f^5R: ’TffF: 5pfRR«r I ^^f%WFF|RRriIFTT»TFR«J^ 1 ^^3 tFT- 
TF^^^TF^F^FlfF^^^ I M«RF 'TTf TFf ! F^FJ^ 
mF^ I ( I ) I FT^f^F'RF^'^ 





I 3 ^VTPCOI^ 3T^ 

I Hr'^'7 ^ 5 - 

I 3 ^qifNr 5F55||^ jt- 

finTi^ 5 1 ^ rfT^S^n% 

2irW ^1 ?sf5^^R^Rf^ qf^^ I qqi~ 

^rq q;q%Rqr 1 ^jqqrqr a^ 

qi ^q^qRq| q^r^qrqqqniq^qqF’qqq: q^^^qFsqi- 
qRqjqq^q HRqrfqRiq % 3 ,’fcqi 3 ;— qjT^qcqMR^qui’^qrsiqq^q 
qq qfqf^: , q 3 q:iq| 1 arq; qfqRqqfs^q^qqqrfq?qi|^qr 1 
qi q ^qqjqf^V^q qqqfq 1 qq fq^r^qq:?? jq:qq^qqqfq^q q- 
^qqqrsqq^q^ I q^qqqfq fq^q'JiRqqq^qqq 1 qjqq^*iq:Riq q;- 
^qiRq?q[sq(qi3 ^^^qqq q:gRffiiiqfq %q;, q 1 'w\'^-^nn\ il 
^l^qrsqqrqrq qiqqR'qqq^iqqim^rqqiqqq qnqq 1 qqf Hrjq- 
qiq^^ ^ qR %3, qi^rs^q^qfqqffqqiqr qif^jrq qqf- 
qf^ q^rfq: I q q^q qjr'jqR qqqqlsfqifq qqqs^qqqiq qq 
5 Rq ?qi 3 , I q^qfqq^fqqRisq^qq? qrsq^qiqqiq qq >>qrrqi^ 
^sq^qrRrqt 1 qiqqfs^qjfRuq^qq qqifr ?^qq • fPr qra; 1 
;3qifqi% q— 

i^q fq^^i?Tq^qrqrRqi[%q qiq; 1 ^roq'^f'^q Rfqfqrqlq 
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?rf [?iR%5qqf% q^’jRrmV^q^ 

fRf^'T2[R^lfI^ 1 ‘ ■ • 

fq5r^l^fqrq?rq=qqR ^rtqqqi^^r R^%qisf^'^f%oi) i ffqi ^ i 
qfqq[Rqqq%: qiqt^qqw^q^ q?q?qci^qi^[^f 
f«fV) q^qg'Rn^^F^: i '^q'qmq- 

*FR HR’^^qrr^qq , ^»fl’:gqraqi|[%[%5ftqiqqRR3- 
qr qcfR?ii I q R f[qi qRciq; i 5R; fisTFR^qisw- 
^ITIRRRqq ^R: I q^F — ‘ FRRFTRF% =^gm5F% WF F^^R- 
^Fq?q q I ’ I 3Tq f^gqqqqFR'JFFSRR^ I 'jfefRFFI. I 

^Fqf ^F%R ^jqqFR m l I ) 3rfqqRTRqq- 

I ^qqFq??5FRq;'fqRq%qqFF^^??q'’RRRF% iqfFiPF; i 
JRR^TRfqR I 3qF^WR?Rj7qRqrq’'l' I q r i fq: g ;?- 
TRJT^RRq; I srqiR^ I ^qqF'^f FT^q I 3TqRR | aTH^qF^F 1 
fqFF%F- q^lfq ^TF^qq c^q q>:qR ?Ifq iq^TSI<iqF%0r^ ^- 
'RFRq?^ RR^R Rq: I sF^^q feqFqmiFFiFq qwif%^qsi'^ 
^^FRqq Rqr^FTFTq:^ # ciTqqi qi^^R i 'T'^^FFRcRgqR^q 
Ji5H^FqF%^qqFqq4RFRqFF%% ^f^.- i m ^ qRF^qFW'7F^<JT- 
q^Rq q#T; iqR^qRqRTF"'?iF^^qRqq;R^^^‘FWqFT'JFRFcI,l 
<R feJTTRR^yFq^qFT^R^Rq qFqF^'JF'#'Ff^qF'SRqFR q 
^q: I qqF ‘ #q q=?^Fq ^F5qj5[’ irf^f i qq r ‘r? fq pq| 


\ 5r. I 







I ^TTJITr^sf^ f^^^*[: HTiTFTTf^WTR 'T? 

^vm, ?T W^rfl'T'JIRrrR:, g^^q«TTSf^ ^ ^Tpif^q^vn- 

gSiRJr^^: it^^t I 


^ 'T^ ?irr>Tt ^"nTT rw ^ ii ii 


q«Ti — ‘ ?r^r ^[%(Tr h sj^f: i’ i a?^ ^r^r ff^rif- 

I r%f^^S^ R^JiIRfSnVcnqr^q; 1 ^ 

^^?S':pqi5:?^??HH^[?I^ I 3 HRF^U'^IW- 

RI?fr I I%P> qR-‘ 5V 

Hf^R I ’ I 31^I%f*l?SN R^'l'JIISRqfqrSR^- 

RfHrRRW; I =Efqf— rT^ ^ | 

^ JT'fTcTfFfr |c?T^’irti??f;^qiR^qiw I ^ 

^3T5I^IT ^JT: | rrRII?fR^^[%^^TfrR 

fr?nfi ^i'l ^F’Tq; i fR ^|Ri%i%5^'?:r^iR- 

^ ^TtfR 1% 

m- I I ^*R^rr'r^Tra^’TR^c]Li 

I I ^7RT% I ^R'TfTlS’^ ff^ %?: I 

I ar^TTir: I RR^T: I apT f%- 
irt^ I FUFR^Rf^JT^^sf^ ar^E^RR 


I^^TMRRT ff^ m: I Rjqi R 1 RW I 

RHf^r IR fR fR ^ ^^R^^F 5 ^?RrR^»t- 

1 ?R =!T I ^ff f (^ 

I%¥RpR^ R I fR ff?R^.^;r 

RF^ ^pR^ R I 3 FR -^SCJRmR^ pf^ tf^R^ 1 

aFR^I; I I ^^RIR: | | RRf(>TRRIRR- 

I I aFUfOT^RJJ: | I f^(^fR[%Rcp; I 








I q«TT— 


TfR l53:?fT I 

qr^JfT^Trf^nTRTrJI^KfR^ II II 


3nr iTHT3riTrjrn% ^ 3^1^% i 


II ’'‘^^ II 


3R f^r^R ^ 3 fR #!r>:?Tq[;n%^ 

>IR^ STWRqRfqqqqqi 3^^^: | 

‘ ^‘f^ ^^3 ^ #R:’-iRr^r ^ qfi irqgfq ^ 5 


R?n??qqrq[ci, 1 qq I 

m ^qqr qqr^qfa?mf% ^ 3 cTqiqr% q:Rq^qq;q^?3q| 
qqr— JTrtT^f^ I 

3iq ^(TI FTOf^rT ?FT qR^ ^ 3 qrTq’*?RH | 

#RR5R ?f[3FJFRr5HqfRiqqqqqr '^q^R; I 

w — ‘ q|q qqf3 q H^q t4R: i ’ ^iqiqqfrrqq^- 

fq?Tifw: I ^qc^R: i (stri^r i ) q^iqRqiq i ^fq; i fqg- 
q"r I ffJRRqFRf l ( qf^RR rrr qrfqRf; i%[qr: qfqf?i^ 
%qi %R mi ^srqiqq i ) ^rqfq i qqjcqfrRqi^iRFqqrqi- 
IfRT qRRfqf^ qqjR^qR'qrfq qf^qRi^qfqRrmqRqnf^ qqR- 
qiqtqjR qiRq^fR ^iq: i qRSR I (qRiq^qf Rqqi% qinq^R 
qiq qRTi^R[i%; I ) 'qwq^Riq^qqq qjq; qifit qRr: 1 
iFfqqTrqiJi w; ^’qrqjqRf q^qi: i qqqf^qc^qqwi’qr- 
qw ^^q I ( qeRR^q;[ m.-. i ) I qRiq 
qist pr: I q =q qq>R[%: qqqqqq^qiqlsqRq: if qq- 
ffr Rq^ ?rq?q=!RqqR^ i H#Rf^rgWi^ I fRfS^qqRqR 





^^0 


^ ^ ^^JTT?^IT5'TTTr^ '^^^- 

STf^Tmsf^qrjf ^r^c^lf^' 
^tsM I w’^qT%%?nin'^^q^'JT^qT 3T^q^,q?n- 


qpfqrFrm? 1 ^ ^ ’n^r^qr^q^ 


|q^%: I iiff qq^fi!^ i%i%?T R g Hr qqfi'cqf^ I 
^■l^H?Hrs;HHTIS»^%qqrHH^fHISHHHnt'--Hlf?H^ IH^I#5 
fHHI I f^HqrrHHf^Hr^qkRTI^^P^ H^f^ ^1 ^RrHIHIHq 
q^iqRrqrqHiqqqHiH q«nr'^Hq:r^ri5HmH''wWHiH.i whi i fq- 
H[HH'frq% ?^HRn%q:qi^qqtq^qHi^ q^Tii'^f^- 

H frH^H Hr^qJiHiHRHsfq ^ ^fq: 1 3iq q%rHqq qqiitiw- 
H ^ HHH?: qriH^rSHf^H qq, HH ^r H^: 1 HHf — ‘ f- 


Hql'RT'’ilqiRHII%% Hiq: l % I 
H^HiqqHi'Wqif^rcfiRFqqr h h iqnqiH HHiHHf i q;q hhi 

• rs <N rf rN ’Nf rv'N'Nf <N 

HHT R^ItT tTHI quiq: ffcT HI^: I Hq^TH 

f^^qsiq qjr’TiH^HrHHrHfH HHiiqHfq iqrH^qqR 3Hf i 
I ^THH^Tf^f^ \ HqHH5HHqri5R»5^ | qTHFTRIiqr- 
qqlrH^H HRSr'^ cT^H HfrHHRIHiqiH rrHl'^'^HHRHHHq f[^ %- 
I f I iqq^q^qiHrRi^R h htrhisi'^ 

sHHTiH %q7tH: i HiRqq^H hi’^h ^Rrfrr- 

<^qiR[rqi% q:q iHqif^tr ^Iq fR I HfNT% I 
I q:r^i^q[Hqq^ I HqrriH I I 

H^PTHTHH, I 3T"RIfITHRH, I ^ ^TH I qqq-^rq HHI 
HTcficHitt tr^qii^rs^qiHq Hi’^qqmtr q«nH i%qiH*qqq«'^r 
HHT qq%HrH ^qq Hr^RHI^rH H qiq: 1 q^HHIH^rSH HT- 
cftf^ I H^i qqiqrTjH?qqn%Hqq Hrq’=q,?rwiHH^iH^q, 
\ s^qR ^gqraq^qq; qr?; i x ‘ q ^q: ’ ^cjqra^: qni: i 





srm^?Wts^»T»iTH I I T% 3 ir%iif5 ^q- 

^ 3 sf^^jfwrrlFiirqnTr^ ^t- 

wmrs^Tw^'^q’TT^r*? ^gNrrrq^TRm i 

’T«Tr— 

JTmftr ^^5!rf^5T i 

fqrsq Hrqqrfi ’ fi% i qf^nsTF f| , q 3 q^ffr- 

1% %!, I I q?f[fTqfl^%’TRrq5>Tiq[fT: | h 

qqr HFff Hrqqm Hcq qqlBf qfq 

I ‘ q'^qiFf ’ fcqi?T3qqiqq#qr^i3 i '^RRfqqrsq- 
sqqq qR’Ji?qqrsqRqrqn%Hcqqrr%q»^q i nfqqrfq i 

^ 3 %^'^3ipfR3 fTR^T'-'q H 3 ^3^ 

3?fq; I ^qr?'- qfrpR'^^jqiq i q q q^fq^q; i q^^qqq- 

«i^F3, 1 1 % q ^qiqqq[3cq qqlqqi^qr fpf 3^3q i zqiqfeq^q 
?if|3?r'Jii3: 1 

^rqrf^qrsqqqFqcqTqiTqoi -JT 3 R^[-.qi=ff^ii[^ 3331 = 33 ; 1 33 F- 
‘ qaFF^ 3:F533FF%3 F%3F33F'^q r I 

gT^%3 3§qF3qr3333FqF3F3, 3qF33’3 qF’=i=33?3FqqFq- m?33T- 
flfq I qr3333^q?q qqRTWqFq jfq qF3: 1 ^^sqqqfq I H 3 
33^^3 I 33F 3;3fqr3f33; I 33?:3 3F3’3F'qr3'3^FqF3 'V^rRc^- 
%q>:qJT I *l^^F3Fq?q^ fc q3Fq: qF3f3F333 I 3rRTfq%f3 I 
5S[pqFF^33: I 33F 3RF%3F ?^FqFF33F 3 qf3 3F% f3; 3 3F=5^- 
?3F3;, 33FS3q3Fr3>3^FqFq 33='qFqF3 qF3: I 33 3q3f3F3F3f3- 
q53§r3n%3F'3TFfF3'3 ^3F^F3 f?3l3T3; 1 3qFf3TFS;33FS';;3F3rqF3- 
3iW?qF3qFf^F^r3F3r33F3F3 I I ^3333 I ^^^fW- 

F^ qilr3F3 F33Fq3q 3RFqfqq'33F^3»3: I iqTqfqfq I ^3Fq3- 
^<^3: I 3q^f^ I ?J3fF^^T33^FV3FqF»=qF3q3;W333FF%'3 
qF3qrrfF5 I wqfq I ^jF. ' ' 

road r.‘..n...r . 



^ ^ . ^?fTf^ ^ 

^ ^iTTT i 

^ ^ift^TRT f^5if^>TPr: ’TRIf^'>i>5^ im'sii 

f^M^> ^^nr^- 

?3q^RRI?fts«rTS^R^^ qcqif^ I 
^%nTT*ff^, w^4f^9rT^ iR Wf ?r^w, jt q^ri- 
^rs^sf^i %^^isFT qfdqr^qj q^qr^ ^ 

^RqrqMsRRff^f^ ^q: i ^pn— 

?nx'f^'iTrqTp%fr^-qq qm ii li 
i'r^qf*^ qri%%q ^q’q qftqr^qRr^ fJrqqRqjp^, 

orq ^roqjsq(qr q qrq^q q tqf^ 
qq'i'TqiFiq'qqqqfqq[q%q i I 

arqrf^ ?jqip]qqi%qqqjiHq<rf^ qf%qRqq^- 

ftfq 5'^rfq l 

^fq^tiqmfq yqqyqq t?q5Toq(5q^^R^q,q g qqi^sqrsl^ I 
%qqrqrsR Hiq^qq qfqTfqiqq Hqqcqia i arq ^WFff qqiqr- 
sqfqrqRsqiqqc^q l qqy — T^nirf^f^ I 

Rf^qqrqq’:qrstWf'Rqq^qtqRqq I qqTi%q:q:qiqiqif%^i- 

( I ) '^fqn^rqyq^i i qqii:ioiiq:^ rtI^ 
m- I qfTss qRlq^r fqqRRRqqRiq^ i ( 
r: I) 3Rfi%RrqR 1 3TSfqyERHiq;4*FTtirr qy^qq i ( 

^ I qyy^^y qyqy I ) q^qyqyqqq; i qq^ %^q; i ^%i- 
1 3cq?yyrqqqqq»Wsq’yq^'qyH^'Rqi fqqqR^uq; I ^r^- 
^rqi^qyoyyiq i qrq^q m f^Fq^ryf^qqR 






<T%srqf?riRr»fMjn^R fn; i 

q«iT— 


^ JTT^ qqR^t T%#(JRR II >'‘A || 


9T^Ts%i?iH ?rqHr r^T^rmw ’cr ^ ffvrcfcTrf^ p 

Tr%m I 3 3Trww*?R- 

f ^Hq^RRt 5TRJ I 



q?ftf^fRqrR 3?R'fr?R 3Tgtfrfq?Tr ^3, 

?T(^ 3TPRR 3TOWf ?fr =fRj I - 

^>T: f3^VT?TfTiqq[ | 

^RWTRqf^Ji^i T^»R ^f^r T%Rrsfq r^^Tf^T^ri r< » » 1 1 


^RJT'I^Fq ?F?qVfiT'^Rni5;R fF?q % ?ifi_ I qqj— 

I 

3R 0'5[Fi''lfi I ffqt^fs'^^qrTR i ctflf^^FJIi?- 

tqr fTfqK^f'Ji’T l qsjnRis^^f ^ q;ii -i^^qqrTi^q- 

fr^i% ^ frfwwqr ^-fr; i wirr'i Hi'^iwitRoi^i- 

rt^^Ef^'iri 

^r ^R: I qqi— ?T5TrfrR I 


m-. 1 I 1%1^'F’Tcqir I 3TRl%^5T?rT'qfq[q[Tr3?r?^iII«T I 
I ( I ) MIrf ^R- 

qj (FTRrnt^R: I) I 

['%^%R^q^qR ^RqiRiop=^ ^ j i'r^- 

fW^rFRrRf^ I ^PFFTT^ I »j4 W-IF F%: W- ^^I- 
^FTF^ FRF%^F JF[RF^-?»'-FF%'1F 'JF?Fnqi^qFT?F?;’Fi f’^'R'i I 'iti- 







f^Jtt^ ^ JTT^T^r 5TTT^#T 



^ wTm^T^nT^^T*^^ wim- 
^ wm JT^Tl%:^ I W— ^ 


, m i%wf^^'T'TRji5i^ m’tT^rk^ciqi ^f- 

’RT g ^^1%: I m ^fT ^5 

#':?Tmf% ^f^rr^^RgisTJ? I '^'^cf: Rfflrff^RI# ?Tf^ f\- 
i\^: I 

I H If HRI Rq?Tt qtiqqRlqifR WI R?Ir(^ 

^ ^^21 nmR. I qqr-^^ %m l 

^•. TtlRPR^TRRI ^qRI ^7«I I RH qf^RM ^TR^ I I^RI 
RI f^TRIRIRRI ^ I ( fTIRR IJR^HR ) R^RR^ftfR I ( f(T- 
rtir; I ) I rR^r ^iPT^qqRcq Riqf iiRq f^qoi- 
Rt., f^5iT R 'jRqpi^RR Rnqqii%iq RtiqiRR:, (^) i- 
f^RHRf: R^li #I^Rqi%If! I RR I ^TqqqrRRRqfqfl 
f^qwiIR,^I^RI%RR:l qRRiqq#Rf 

#RFcITRq Riqrqqi TRI RfRR.qHRqisR qiR 

ff^qRqriq ’srisircrtr rir: i r I 'qqRm:i qqiqqiRRq 

Rqq^Siqsfq q HRIRtf^RIRRqR^qqRRIRR^q Rq% :3qRRq- 
R'4 r: 1 qqi RmiRRf I SIR ff^cTqrgqRRsfq #ik- 
qi;f RT qiiqqiiR q RRiRRq^R qRRi qiqqqqirqR; | qq ^- 
RRqqtRRi^ RRiRiraiRfR’^qqRqiqR q qqiRRR (' ri) idif^: 
uqiqqiqiRqRWRqRqRiqipqqq'^q rrir;, qqiqRiqi ^ qRrqq- 
Rfqiq qq qfqqR i qqi ^q q^qrfr I q^qq^im^ ri- 

\ 3{fji -ciinsjnit Hwrararatqmq i 
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II ^0? II 

^ JTfrw H 55r: sj^- 

jp»i I ’W— 

3n^3 JiRFSTT 

^T >r^nf ^ I 

^??nm5f^r ^ iRf^t 

irjfiRTSJTTw^sFiTii^ II n 
^ JlWRp-^^-?TmT^qTSriI5^- 

3^ 2h: | 

I 

_3T?T 3TfTI3|^ ^ ^f3r Jlcfl^: I , , 

ff^rs^jRTS’t 51 351: ^rs^^ifJT i 

w— I 

TPq^ 51535T ^q^f^3S-rtct 351^1 I 


=^ ^ ^ ^F^tI t%rr^I I H5^5 T[t:?t^ ^yq, 5Fq5T:| 
51 ^IT5F^ |:535TN cflf^ Wyy^ rl^T % 5p7I#^l^%tT- 
R^ f??[Rr I RRrRH'iRI'T^ 3 ’T^cTlIl’Wi^: I 

3T^RNr H^TRR: %fTR?y I 31#lW5rT^- 

WI HRTHn%^Fffe% I TTR5TPT I I ( I 

W^% ^^^^\) fRt^^3 'n%3 3Tyf^ 3^; 3TIRI53; 

aryiTEg^ ly^R^I 5T I RJPRTI^RW RRT^ RF 1 R'fly- 

;Tf JT^if ^ ^ qrfyRf ^y5Tf ^pyi vi% 

5FR m Ji^y%3 iy^ ^ R:*'?>f 5i 

fR^lr I t^RFR 3T^tT5y 3fy'^yt^q^>WTr#R I 

( 55?; 1 ) 3TW I sn^TTF^SyR I aTR^P^g^TT- 

•t n. yjft I X "9. a. a^ I 



?tWt^T ^ jrfcTTT^Jr^f^ I 

f^TT i 


^ ^^qroiWFJT I 

^qtrrfVl ’TI^ f^7?lt 
iT[lq WTli^'nTT HBTJir^Hrsi^ I 

I%lt^ qf% ithiCr ^ w.- ^'^- 
^rS^fT »I?rg RR^r >F[flsqqR[f^ffr: II \ II 
TR^R^R W^\ »T^Hr RfTlW'R^ I 
^RfF^fT uCl't II H II 


IIT^ I : I R^i; I FTRFIrt, I '^R I ^tHF:! 

fT% I R^fRrer RRqFSR^fRRHI^'T: I 

‘ I ’ fRR TRR tffn^RRIT ^- 

wi%s^#r?5f^FTr^^ I ^FRi ^r, i ?t%- 

’RRFR^^Rr RF7 ^R^Wr^FFtF 1 c;^F»;FRcI| 5F F%Wqt%- 
l%>FJFF^FtcF^r5q^^ I jfrrpirnftfR I RR^'FrS^F'F^FFfFR^: I #J; 

'ldF'^^«rfrF^?FlFR%R SF^cFJF^’q^'#^ F^^JFFI 
‘ 5jn^^TF^?FR™^r ??jf; I 



. TFtifRFiF^SFWF^f^F?^: 1 


RFTf iFF*^: R=^RFF ?FF^%F^F 11 ^ II 



!T I5: II > II 

WRSTFT ?>T5^ ! T 4;Ui : I 

^ 11 \ II 

iftjT|RCf’TT':m2r?ftmft-^f^rr^fi ^isTOfnsmacFrrf^uisft r>t 
? 5R30ra I 

^TH>s?i ?rfii; I 


^ ^RTI HI Hl^r H# ll II 
^pi5qir?i™ ^H: I 










ULLASA X 


After having treated of the ‘ figures of word ' in the ninth 
Ullasa, (Maynmata now) treats of the ‘ fujures of sens in this 
Ull^lsa, and, first, he defines Comparison whieh, among the figufes 
of sense, is principal, owing to its being very intelligible and 
pleasing, and owing to its being at tlie root of many other figures, 
such as 5rmq, . 

1. COMPARISON r^WT) 

( KAIUR i I. ) 

Connection of two distinct things with a common 
property is Comparison. 

1 

means not For, aci'ordinK to Oram- 

maiians, the teiininatiou that is applied to the conijiound word 
denotes the connection of a with the thing or things possewed 

of that As denotes tho connection ( i. e. ) 

between a yellow garment and tho man who wears it, Now the 
connection between the ftqRqq and the things poeseisod of that 
cannot be for, exists between the two things 

possessed of a ?:Tq(JR4 ; not between a on the one hand, and 

things possess’ed of that on the other 


1 ^TiiPr 

fr% | (T«n ^ 

t Vide on Patanjali's 
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There ii another argument to prove that does not mean 

The sentence is admitted on all hands to be 

an example of a faulty comparison. The comparison is 
faulty here, because the common property cannot bo connected 

with the ^«T»Tr^ ( ), the word ^efr being in the feminine 
gender and iii the masculine. But it is a rule that the word of com- 
parison brings out the connection of the ^<7*Tf?T and the with that 
common property ( such as here ) which is expressed in the sent- 
ence, Now, since cannot be connected with the comparison 

becomes faulty. If, however, conveyed the sense of simple resemblance 
and not of connection with a common property 
eomparison would not be faulty. For, we mi^ht understand any other 
common property than as connected with and and thus 

understand comparison. That the comparison is faulty here, however, 
shows that ( and comparison is nothing but ) means 

and not 

If it be said that inasmuch as ^ connection with a common 
property’ is but a connection, and that inasmuch as a connection 
exists between two things, the two things between which that 
connection exists, must be stated wherever that connection 
is stated ; end since those two things are not stated 
in the present definition, it is open to the fault of 
‘ Deficiency wo reply that those two things we obtain here by 
implication; the two things are a thing compared ( ) and a 

thing compared to These are the appropriate correlatives 

as far as * connection with a common property ' is concerned, and 
these only are implied here, and not such, for instance, as cause 

55t»rafiTi% I Pr. 

2 ?r %(% I ^t5mlT5?rrrMi% 

*nsr 5 ^gj; g ci^r 

wlfMrsJ: i Pr. 
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and effect, which, although they possess some point o£ 
resemblance, yet do not possess a striking point of resemblance 
which alone constitutes comparison. In case, however, the point 
of resemblance between them is striking, as in the instance 
^ they too become appropriate correlatives. 

Thus, inasmuch as a point of resemblance is possible between 
( two such things only as are related to each other as ) the 
mid the and not as cause and effect connection of those 
( i. e. the and the with a common property i$ 

Oomparison, Such is the dpfimtion of Comparison. The implica- 
tion of the and in this dehnition serves only to render 
the apprehension of resemblance complete and not to exclude 
such ^ things as cause and effect &c. which are destitute of 
a striking point of resemblance, * 

If it be said that the word ^ distinct^ also does not deserve 
to be expressed in the definition; for, the idea of distinctness can 
also be obtained by implication, since wo cannot speak of a 
point of resemblance with reference to two identical things ; we 
reply that the word * distinct ^ serves to exclude the figure 
wWe the point of resemblance is not real but fancied, Hhero 
being only one thing compared to itself ; (whilst,* in Comparison 
the point of resemblance is real, thet’e being two distinct things 
one of which is compared to the other. ) 

If it be said that although the word excludes 
still the definition extends to another figure viz. where 


1 s/ctTtftfrT ( I Pr, 


I Pr. 
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the and the ^irffr^T are distinct; we reply « ;yq»Tr is desir- 
able in inasmuch as the apprehension of ultimately 

results from it. But it is reckoned as a distinct figure because 
of the apprehension of an additional fact which is peculiar to it, 
i. e, that the and the have not a third thing for their 
like. In the ultimate apprehension is not that of ^qirr 

which is only apparent, Hence it has been excluded by the 
use of the word . 

The word ^ striking ^ should also be supplied before the word 
* in the definition ; for, what constitutes the figure Com- 
parison is not connection with a simple but with a striking point 
of resemblance. Thus, the sentence q? q^f expressing a 
a simple point of resemblance between and q? is no exa’mple 
of Comparison. 

The strikingness of ^qqr must be due to the manifestation of the 
excellence ol the ^q’^^r. Thus qrfiq instanced in *^5; is excluded; 

for, in it strikingness is due to the manifestation of the excellence of 

the ^qqrfT. 

IL^ammata^s definition of ^qqr is thus criticised by Gagann^th:- 
* The definition ' IB" fi^^zi^qqr is not very satisfactory. For, it extends 

to a distinct figure wheie resemblance is stated in order that 

it may be denied afterwards. It cannot be said that the word iu 

the definition means * ultimate resemblance’ and that thus it excludes 
where not resemblance but the denial of it is ultimate. For, 
if the word be understood in that sense, it would exclude also, 

since in too, what is ultimately perceived is not resemblance, but 

the fact that one thing has not another for its like, ||hu8, the word^^ in 
the definition would be useless. The presence of thi^ lireid, however, shows 
that is not used by Mammata in the sense of ‘ultimate rnsemblance’. 

Thus the definition is open to the fault of err^sqrfq.’ 

Jaganndtha's definition of ^qqr is not open to this fault ; for, it 
contains the word jFqc? which excludes both and 

since, in both of these, resemblance is not pleasing ( striking ). 



Jagannath has no doubt improved iipoii Mammata by the* substi- 
tution ot the word for m lus deliiiitiou ; for, the word 

besides serving the purpose which is served by also removes 

the fault of ST(?f5?5[rfH’ to which Mainmata’s deliiiitiou is open. 

It may, however, be remarked that it is not necessary to insert the 
wordg?^^;^ in the delmition, since the idea expressed by it may be obtain* 
ed by implication, We are heie tieatiug of ligiiios. Now a figure is, as 
Mammata has said, nothing but strikingiioss. When, therefore, ^EtT^Sf is 
said to constitute the figure Comparison, it is, of course, implied that it is 
striking. Hence STfiq' has said that the words should be 

supplied in the definition of Thus the idea of striking ness being 

obtained by implication, maybe defined simply as (re- 

semblance ). 

All the other figures winch contain resemblance, such 

&c, are excluded by the lact that the resemblance 
which they express is not striking. This, however, renders the word 
in Mammata’s definition of unnecessary. For, also may 

be excluded by the fact that in it lesemblancc is not sinking, 
also may be excluded by the fact tliat in it the mutual resemblance of 
two things is not striking. Tlm-^ Jagannath is not right when ho says that 
in ^cr^2fr«T»Tr, is striking, and that theroloro it should bo included 
under . 

He now divides Comparison into 

( RAHIKI I. CONTINUED ) 

( 1 ) Complete and ( 2) Elliptical. 

Thus comparison is two-fold. OompJdr Cohiparlsoii ( ) 
occurs where the thi'^g compared, Hie thing eompared to, the common 
property and the wdtd conveying the sense of comparison are ( all ) 
expressed, > Elliptical ( hhi ) occurs where one two or ( even ) 
threa ( of these four things ) are omitted. 

Of these, 

(KARIRA I. CONTINUED) 

Thefixstis (A) Direct, and (B) Indkect, and is* 
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possible in((j)a sentence, (5) a^compound, and ( o ) a 
nominal affix. 

The iirst division of Comparison i. c, Oomplete Comparison 
occurs in a sentence when all the above-mentioned 

four things are expressed by words that are uncom- 

pounded and have distinct cases of their own. 

Complete Comparison occurs in a compound ( ), 

when any two of the above-mentioned four things are compoun- 
ded. 


The third kind of Complete Comparison arises from the fact 
that the word denoting the ttw is not considered as ^ither 
compounded or as forming a sontenco with the nominal affix 
conveying the sense of comparison. 

In grammar, ^Jfrgifr% is rogaraed as distinct from 
Panini declares that a compound is possible between two case- 
inflected words. Now *q‘?3r^rr cannot bo called a compound, since 
^i3[isnot a case inflected word. Norcau be legarded as a 

sentence j for, a sentence contains words that have distinct cases of their 
own, Thus is dilVerciit from as well as q»TrHqr. 

is also different from whore words laro uucompounded 

although they have, as in qfirqqf, distinct cases of their own. 

This throo-fold Complete Ccomparison is again six-fold, owing 
to each kind being further divided into either Direct ( ’ifrqff ) 
or Indirect ( ) , 

That again is Direct, when the comparsion, which is noth- 
ing but a connection of the qqqrq and the with a com- 

mon property, is expressed. 

1 (ILl. 4.). 
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That again is Indirect, when the comparison is obtained by 
implication. Direct Comparison occurs when words such as 
Wr> &c. are employed, or when the affix is employed in 
the sense of according to Panini’s Sutra ' \ Indirect 

occurs when such words as &c. are employed, or when 

the affix is employed in the sense of according to PaninPs 
Sutra ^ <^c. ^ 

‘ But ^ says an 'objector, ^ this division of Comparison into 
Direct and Indirect is not proper ; for, connection with a point 
of resemblance is appreliended from both the 'kinds* of 
words and Sic. without distinction ; it 

should not be urged that tliero is a distinction inas- 
much as the words &e. liavo a power to 

denote ^connection of a common property withbotli the and 
whilst, the words Sic. do not possess such a power; for, 
the words Sic. enable us to apprclieud that the thing after 

which they are placed is the They tlius become attribu- 

tives of the and can tlieroforo only show that tho common 
property is connected with tho only, and not that it is 

connected with the also. An attributive that (jualilies one 
word IS not seen to show that its sense is connected with tho 
sense of another word. 

To this objection, wo reply that aUhoi«jh. the wohU 
intimate that the wont after lehieh theij are glared denotes the 
and, thus tieroiiv its aflnhuhers^ ( these wordSj m virtue 
of a ( ^mcvllar ) joover possessed hi/ them, shoie, the moment they 
are heard, the connection (<f the, comnion property mith tha also); 
just as the genitive case, as in tlio example ^ although 

it intimates that after winch it is placed is subordinate to 
^ and thus becomes its attributive ( ) , 

yet shows that its sense is connected with that of tho principal 
word ^ vq-q ^ also ; ( i. e. shows not only that la the possessor 
but that is the thing possessed also ). 

Thus, the^ivision of Comparison into Direct ar»d Indirect 
is proper, inasmuchas it is based on a distinction as to the 
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way in whioh connection with a common property is understood 
( directly, in the case of &c., and indirectly i. e. by im- 
plication, in the case of &c. ). 

Thus, for example, in such sentences as &c., the , 

words qqr, &c. do not rest until they have brought out some 
particular point of resemblance, whether expressed or implied—* 
such as loveliness here— between the and the ; 

for, these words have a power to denote a particular point 
of resenjblauce. This power does, not, however, belong to 
such words cjv*. which n'd [after slmphj denoting a 

ge7iera] reseinhlanee, som^iunes, in < ouiierflon ) lolth the 
onlyt ( as ) ‘ ( f>r soinofnncsj in eonneolion ) 

with onli/, [as ) in ^ ^ (or so}tietimes, ,in 

connection) vuth: <‘w'n hoih, [as) m ‘ [this) 

general resemtdaia'o, [ liotnrvet' ) j is apprelu'udi d [from tlocse sen^ 
ienceSfOnhj) tohen werejloet that tfirr> uiast he some partie alar point of 
resemhlancOf^somQ common property— -sucli as Toveliness^ between 

and qir; for, the approlionsiou of the former is impossible 
without that of the latter, and necessarily implies it (q^TfcTrjTqpTT:) . 

It is thus that the connection with a particular common 
property is apprehended afte^rvvards, and not at the very time 
these words are hoard. Ft is thus also that this connection is 
implied by these words and not expressed by them. But when 
such a sentence as ^ is hoard, the connection of ' loveli- 

ness^ with cpjT and ^ is apprelicuded at once. Now, this appre- 
hension is unintelligible ( ), unless we suppose that 

the words fq &c. have got a power of expressing this 
particular point of resemblance, as soon as they are heard. Thus, 
connection with a particular common property is expressed by 
the words &c. Thus, the division of Comparison tnto 

Direct and Indirect, based as it is upon this difference of natu re 
of the words &c., and »lc., is quite proper. 

Some, however, hold that the division of Compa|j|on into Direct 
and Indirect is due to the fact that the relation of the and the 
( aud not connection with a commou property ) is expressed in 
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the case of &c., and implied in the cise of Ac. This view, 

however, is improper, since it is inconsistent with Mammata’s Vritti 
which says connection with a common property being implied in the 
case of &c., when these words are employed, the Comparison is 

Indirect ( arr^r ). Now it is in the fitness 

of things that if the Indirectness of Comparison depends upon the implied 
character of Directness of Comparison should depend upon the 

expressed character of the same and not of anything else). 

Besides, if Comparison is nothing but Ooineciion with a common pro. 
perty, the division of Comparison into Direct and Indirect should 
depend upon the expressed or implied nature of the same omnneotion 
with a common property and of nothing else. For these very reasons, 
we should reject the view of those men who say that the words q^Tr, &o., 
like tfie genitive case, express ( general ) resemblance itself; whilst, the 
words WFSf &c. express ‘ things possessed of resemblance * slso. 

What these men say is this In the case of &c„ resem- 
blance is expressed prominently, i. e, as a ; whilst, in the case 

of 2?ar &c. which signify ^ resembling things, ’ rosemblanco is expressed 
subordinately, i. e. as a to something else. This view is to be 

rejected for the following reasons : — 

I. Although resemblance is expressed prominently— as a in 

the case of iHTTi TT and la expressed subordinately— as a 

in the case of <&c., still, in both the'cases, resemblance is expressed 
not implied. Whilst, Mammata has distinctly said that Comparison is 
because j is implied in the case of WFar &c. 

II. wr, fT &c , according to Mammata, denote not . 

Now, ia not iieotical with For, means resemblance 

in general, but as has been shown at the outset, means connection 

with a particular point of resemblance. 


1 I 


: TPr. 


ftwfc I Pr. 
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III. If really the distinction of and between the mean* 
ings of <Stc. and m &c. were in his mind, Mammata 

would have |said v^rHsrrTrf^:, instead of 

5r<trtfqCrf :,as he lias done in Ins Viitti beginning with &c. 

As Direct Comparison is obtained from the use of the words 
&C.J {no itis)j Uhewisc,{ohtained) from the employment of (the 
affix ) grT in the sense of according to (Pdnini's Sutra) 

In the same manner, ns Indirect Comparison is obtained 
from the^iise of the words SL(ij(so it fsi, likewise, (phtained) from 
the employment of ( the affix ) in the sense of WFiT, according to 
(Pdnini^s Sutra) kc, 

*Bu't^j says an objectcr, ' the three-fold division of Direct 
Compansob is still improper; for, in a Complete Direct Comparison, 
a compound is possible only between the and the word of 
comparsion, as in the sentence (Such sentences 

as are ungram- 

matical, tlio sense to bo expressed by them being The face is 
as beautiful as tlio moon’. 

Now, a compound with such a word of comparison as 
is not observed to occur, siuce is compounded with another 
word, only when it is not used in the sense of Comparison ( as in 
&c.b HO that a Complete Direct Comparison is impossible in 
a compound. To this objection, we reply that a compound of and 
a word expressive of the is possible according to (Kdtydyand's 
YdTtika,wh,chsays:^) a rompound (of d case^njlected word) with 
ICT oiecessarij. The only peculiarities of this compound are that 
the case IS not dropped and the original accent of the former word) 
(is retained). In for instance, the genitive case is retained 

n violation of the general rule that words lose their’ cases when 
they are compounded with each other ; and the original ‘accent 
(i. 0 . the r,r7fVT accent) of the word which is ongr is not 
changed, in spite of the rule which says that only the last letter 


1 1 P^nini ( II. L 7 ), 
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of A eotnpouud word is ^^rTf;(thus Redoes nob, lioi’e, loso its ’\ccQab, 
and f the last letter of the compound does not, here, become 

). 

A compound with is then authoiozed by i>raiu’uar, and ibis 
only the ignorant, who, seeing that tlie cases of words are not 
dropped, regard the words as separate. 'Lhius, ( Goiiiplcto Direct 
Ootnpcirison ) occurs in a compouti'i, when f i is compoiindcil ( with 
the Ivor d expressing the ), the componiiil [ rcpnrdal as) 

necessary^ 

Upon this, Udyota leinarks that tho iiisoitieu of the word be- 
fore HRr^T is wrong, since, in Gramma r, compoiimis aro goiiorally regarded 
as optional, and since the word is not tound in tlio icadmg of tho 
V|lrtika at presont available. 

Examples ( of these follow ) in order : — 

1. COMPLETE COMPARISON ( ). 

A. Direct (^dVr) 

(a) Occurring in a soalence ) 

is instanced m 

Here, is intended to bo the the 

the common property, and 2?q-r the word of com- 
parison. No two of those four words are Iku’C compounded with each 
other ; therefore, it is Comparison occuring in a suuteucu. 

B. Indirect ( f ) 

(a ) Occurring in a sentence (dif^nr ) 

is instanced in 

Here, Mm is the the 

theMIW'T'^^* Comparison is Indirect here, on account pE the em 
ploymeut of ( such a word of comparison as ) . 
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A, Direct ( ^ ) 

( b ) Occurring in a compound ) 

is instanced iu &c. 

Here, is the the ^qirr^r, & 

4^ir being compounded with such a word of comparison as ff, Com* 
parison is here Direct and occurs in a compound. 

B. Indirect (.arnff ) 

(b) Occurring in a compound ( ) 
is instanced in &c. 

Here, is the the the 

being compounded with such a word of com- 
parison as Comparison is here Indirect and occurs in a 
compound. 


A. Direct & B. Indirect. 

(c) Occurring in a nominal afidx 
is instanced in &c. 

In the first half, is 'the ;rT?«r> the and 

the^rv^frr^r^^. In the second half, is the 
the and the Here, in the first 

half, we have Direct Comparison; for, the nominal affix is used 
with in the sense of f f ; and in the second half, we have 

Indirect Comparison, for, is used with i'^ffnu«rc^?sT, in the sense 

of4ivir. 

An objector says:-»You said before (i. e. in the sixth IJil&8a)| 
that the varieties of a will be determined at the time of 

the determination of * figures and now you cite such a verse Sg 
as an example of a which, however, it does not 

deserve to be. For, the verse ^^4.% possesses no strihingnmt 
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unless Vie apprehend from it a suggested sense in the form:-^' Just 
as a woman whose husband is under her thumb, is an object of 
extraordinary beauty when attending on her husband, so is thp 
Goddess of victory while serving you/. Now strikingness is [what con* 
stitutes ) a figure. The presence of the suggested sense, is thereforOi 
necessary to make the verse striking and thus to make it contain a 
figure. Now, if this suggested sense is prominent, the verse will be 
if it is subordinate, the verse will be a 
but it will, by no means, be a Thus, the former declaration 

about the determination of ,the varieties of a ^is incon- 
sistent with the present citing of as an example* of 

Comparison. 

• 

' Do not say so,' we reply. ' For, although a suggested 
sense is present, still the verse cannot he called/ a 

or a The pleasure, that is experienced fom the 

veise^^^^f^ §'c,, is due 'not to the apprehension of the suggested 
sense which is connected ( with the verse ), hut to the apprehension of 
the strikingness of its expressed sense, itself. Now, a 
figure is ( nothing but ) strikingness, or what makes the verse 
charming. The suggested sense whose presence is generally 
unavoidable in a verse, is no doubt present in this verse also, 
but it is unproimnent here, in that* i^is apprehended not instantly, 
but after the beauty of the figure is perceived. Consequently, 
the presence of this suggested sense cannot make the verse a 

' But ' continues the objector, ^ the verse cannot still 
called * a owing to the presence in it of a suggested 

sense, in the form of a flavour ( namely, the sentiment of the 
admiratioiTof the poet for the king ). Besides, this verse deserves 
to be an example of the figure named ficfrc, owing to another 
figure ( i. e. Alliteration) being present in it ( i. e. in i 

and not of pure Comparison.' 

We reply;— T/w suggested sense in the form of a flavour [or 
a ssnUment ) und another flgwre are invariably * present in 
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every verse. But, at present, we are not concerned with them; 
hence we have left them out of account and simply esnemplified 
figures, our business being with these only. Thus, the verse 
has been here cited simply as an example of Comparison^ 
our object being to show what Comparison is. Whether the verse 
in question is a i%3r ills or not, is beside our point. In the 

sixth Ullasaalso, what was said was that the varieties of a 

will be ' determined ^ i. e. treated, not ‘ exemplified ^ in the tenth 

i 

Ull^sa. Really speaking, however, the verse is a 

since Comparism is prommently appr ehended fiom it. So 
it is an example oE a pure Comparison and not of , for, the 
Alliterative excellence that the words Jr»Ti possess, is 

not here intended by the poet, nor does it contribute to the 
beauty of the Comparison, 

^ But ^ continues the objector, ^ why do you not select such a 
sentence as qr. for your example of comparison. This 

sentence has this advantage over the verse &c., that 

neither a flavoilt nor another figuio is present in it.’ 

Wo reply i/' we avail ourselves of such sentences as the 
above for ( our ) examples ( of^ figures ) , then inasmuch as these 
sentences ar« devoid (of a fiicvour or another figure), they luoidd 
he insipid and would attract no readers. 

Besides, such a sentence as the above does not constitute a 
poem, and as such will not contain any figure ( e. g. Comparison, 
here ) . For, the necessary condition of a poem is that it should 
coivtain a flavour or a sentiment, and the necessary condition 
of a figure is that it should contribute to the manifestation of 
that flavour or sentiment. 

A flavourless poem may possess excellence which may produce 


1 Mahesh. 
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pleasure, but that pi easure is not the pleasure that is yielded by 
a figure. 

Thus, no objection ( based on the ground ) that there is inconsist- 
encAj hehvee^i what is said now and what was said before, should be 
urged {against us ) . 

Now, Elliptical Comparison is to be divided. It has seven 
varieties. When one of the essentials of Comparison is omitted, 
three varieties are possible. The first is, when the common property 
is omitted. The second, when the is omitted. TJho third, 

when the word of comparison is omitted. A fourth variety is 
impossible, because, the singly is never seen to be omitted. 
W heb two of the essentials of Comparison are omitted, three other 
va^rieties are possible ; the first is, when and are ’ojnitted ; 
the second is, when and are omitted; and the tliird, when 
and ^qqq are omitted. The omission of any other two of the 
essentials of comparison is impossible ( vide page 10). When three 
of the essentials of Comparison are omitted, one more variety is 
possible. It is possible when all the essentials except the ^ 
are omitted, i. e. only when the is present. No comparison 
is possible when any other essential alone is present. These 
seven varieties are further subdivided into nineteen. 

The divisions of are first Stated : — 

II. ELLIPTICAL (^\) 


(KARIKI II.) 

(This), in the omission of the property, is like that, 

save that the Direct is not possible in a nominal affix. 

» 

The ^ property^ {means) the ^common {propniyy.^LWe 

that ' ( means ) ' Like the Complete\ In other words, 
is Direct and Indirect and occurs in a sentence, a 
compound, and a nominal affix. The only distinction is 
that the Direct is not possible in a nominal affix, For, the 
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Direct is possible, only when the nom inal affix is used in the 
sense of f T,i. e. in the sense of ^connection with a common property^* 
Now, the only nominal affix that is used in the sense of is 
This affix, therefore, cannot convey that sense, unless the common 
property is expressed. Thus, the affix invariably requires the 
presence of the common property. The common property, however, 
being omitted in Direct Comparison is, of coarse, impossi- 

ble in a nominal affix. 

Soi^ the Indirect also, ^ is us^d in the sense of|Rsir, only 
when the point of resemblance is ^ an action.^ Unless, therefore, 
a word expressive of a ^ common action ^ is employed, cannot be 
used in the sense of Since, however, the common property 
( action or quality ) is omitted in Indirect also is impossihlo 
in a nominal affix. But, there are certain other affixes as 

and which can be used independently of a word 
expressive of a common action. Thus, Indirect only is possible 
in a nomnal affix, and that too, when the nominal affix is &c. 

Examples 

is instanced in &c, 

€ 

Here, the common property between ^^?T;the ^q^ir-and 
the TV*?rJT‘is which is not expressed, but implied. 

The connection of this common property is expressed by the word 
as soon as the word ia heard ; for, unless this connection is 
apprehended, the sense of ^v[r is not fully understood. Thus, this 
Comparison is Direct. 


WI^PHTT 

is instanced in enf s &c. 

Here, the common property is and it is expressed, 
is not the common property; for, this property ia 



17 


not possessed by the whose weapon is known to be 

a ^ rod, * not a ^ sword\ 


?r*TT?rnT 

Hm^inr 

and 

ajlssmT 

are instanced in &c. 

Here, in the first quarter of tho verso, the common property is 
which is omitted. is a componniK Thus, 

Comparison is Direct, and occurs in a compound. In the second, 
is the common property, which is omitted. is a 

compound. The word although denoting simple resemblance, 
does not express ' connection with a common property,^ nor does 
it invariably require tlie presence of that property. Thus, 

Comparison is Indirect, and occurs in a compound. In tho third 
quarter, is the common property, which omitted. The 

nominal affix sRrr signifies an object ^little loss thau\ it thus 
results in bringing out the idea of* resemblance. Comparison is 
thus Indirect, and occurs in a nominal affix, 

(KARIKA II. Continued ) 

lu the omission of the object compared to, it is 
possible in a sentence and a compound. 

.When the ^T*Tf»T is not expressed. Comparison cannot 
occur in a nominal affix j for, such affixes as f &o., 

conveying the sense of comparison, are applied only to the 
word expressive of the in the absence of which, these 

affixes cannot be employed. Nor can it be Direct; for, the 
words &o., cannot be employed in the absence or the word 
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expressive of the with which alone they are connected^ 

i, e. after which alone they come. It occurs, therefore, only in 
a sentence and a compound, and there, too, it is only Indirect. 

Thus is of two kinds. 

3iT«ff qnf«niT 

is instanced in &c. 

.Here, a ^ poem ^ being the object/ of description, is the ; 
is the common property ; but no particular thing is 
specifically mentioned as the 

'This requires consideration’, says Pradipa. What Pradipa 
means is this:^flere, is the for, in such a sentence 

it is that is apprehended as the 
(and the sentence is exactly like 

Mammata ought, therefore, to call this an example 
of grtT^^5?Tf and not of 

Pradipa is not right, however. is here the 

( and not the ) ; for, is the object 

whose excellence is here intended to be described by the 
poet. 

Some ihetoricians as Tatnakara aud others hold that this verse le 
an example of ( a figure where no ^T*TR exists ), because, ( they 
■ay, ) the words ^ ^ vr m the verse show that the 

is absent. Thus, no resemblance being apprehended. Comparison is im- 
possible here 

But thepe rhetorocians are wrong, because, what the words 
^11% show, is that an is very difficult to be found, inasmu'ch as 

it can neither be seen nor heard of by us. They do not preclude, how- 
.ever, the possibility of the existence of an of a superior excellence, 
although it may be inaccessible to us. Thus, resemblance is apprehended 
from the vejse, which, consequently, is an example of and not 

of Mammata, too, has said that Tq^f^f^pTf occurs, when the vqffRT 
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is not stated) and not when it does not exist. The is here said to 
be omitted, because it is nob here mentioned by its name. 

Hence those men are also wrong, who consider this verse to be an 
example of { for, as in H'TH, no exis's, whilst, 

here no is stated. 


If we read atid (to avoid repetition which 

arises in consequence of this change, read ) for this 

very verse becomes mi c^cample of Oomparisoii occuring in a 


When the word of comparison is omitted, Comparison is nob 
possible in a sentence; for, it is not apprehended from such a 
sentence as nijr ( where §■? is absent ). Nm’ liS it pos- 

sible in a nominal affix. Nor can it be Direct; for, if 
&c., which bring out Comparison, be employed, the omission of 
a word of comparison would becotne impossible. Therefore, it is 
possible in a compound only, and there, too, it is Indirect. It is 
Indirect, because, although hr, rh iu the sense of w?*i, 

Ac. are omitted, comparison is apprehended from the compound 
by implication. 

Hence Mammata says i— , 


( KAIUKA 111. ) 

In the omission of ( it ) is possible in a com- 
pouud, in a affix applied to a word in the accusative 
or locative case, in a and a applied to a word in 
the nominative and the accusative cases 

The word conveys the sense of Oomparlson. Therefore, 
when the words such as ^ S^c., which convey the sense of Compa- 
rison, are omitted, six (varieties ) are possible. One a Com- 
pomd\ two in a (1) when applied to a worU 

used in the sense of ‘ ohje^it* and (2) when it is applied t6 a word 
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ised in the sense of ^ location one is a applied to a toord 

hsed in the sense of ‘ subject and two in a (1) token the pre- 

\x is ( a word used as ) an object, and (2) when it is ( a word 
ised as) a subject. 

The first variety is of two kinds ; a compound being formed 
)f two of the essentials of Comparison or of even three. 

Examples 


is instanced in &c. 

Herpj njf and two words expressive of the and 

the common property; respectively, are compounded. The com*- 
pound is formed according to Paanini^s Sutra (II. 1. 55 ). 

also in srftTrr &c. 

Here, and words expressing the 

the common property, [and the respectively, are 

jbmpounded. 

and 

are instanced in &c. 

Here, the affix (i. e, ar ) in according to 

PdninPs Sutra ( III. 1 10 ), \s applied to a word expressive 
of the and in the objective case, in the sense of * behaviour 

towards. ' This must be considered as used objectively 


i Kashika. 

qmfir i Bhattoji. 
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here; for, the word in the accusative case shows that 
which is in apposition with it, is in the accusative case also. 
The behoviour referred to here is that of ( kind treat- 

ment &c. ) . 

So the affix in is applied to a word 

expressing the ^qirr^T and in the locative case; that is in 

the locative case is known from the fact that the word 
with which it is in apposition, is in the locative case also. The 
behaviour referred to here is that of (roaming without 

restraint &c. ) . 

The affix in is applied to mO, a word expressing 

the and in the nominative case, according to F^nini^s 

Sutia ( III. 1. 11 ); this affix is Atmanepadi. The dehaviour 
referred to here is that of ( abashment with fear &o. ). 

This is said to be because, although the compound 

as a whole has a power to express the sense of * He 
treats ( his subjects ) like his sons, ^ still, there is no word which 
singly conveys the sense of simple ‘ likeness ^ or ‘ like.' 

Thus, Prabha is wrong in saying that this is ; because, al- 

though the affix denotes * treating * ai\d the word by indication, 
conveys the sense of ‘ like his sons \ still, there is no word which has a 
power to express ‘ likeness’. For, according to this view, the sentence 
would also be an example of ( which it is not), 

since, here too, the word indicates and not expresses 

resemblance. 


a?e instanced in &c. 


f«i rf I aUsrrat i Bhattoji. 
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Sere, the adverbial affix h; is applied to the roots and 
when compounded with and words' denoting 

similitude, and in the accusative and nominative cases, according 
to P&nini^s Sutra ( II i, 4. 45 ). The sense of the «!3w affix is 
' action’. The words and prefixed to are simply 
ornamental. 

Now, the divisions of ff^f are to be given. Here, when the 
common property and the word of comparison are omitted, 
becomes impossible; for, no comparison can be apprehended from 
supb woo:ds as ^ : only. Nor • can there be here; 

for, if such nominal affixes as &c. are employed, omission of 
the above-mentioned two things becomes impossible. Nor can 
there be here, such words as &c bei ng absent. Thus, this 
ih oaly Indirect and occurs only in a lifg affix and a 
compound. 


( KAR1K4 III. Continued ), 

In the omission of these two, ( it ) is possible in a 
affix and a compound. 

‘ Of those ’ s of tho commb)h property and such a word of 
comparison as ^c. 


ftpit»TT 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, the affix is added to iu tho nominative case, and 
expressive of the ^«T»ri5T, iu the sense of * behaving towards’. 
Although being used in the sense of * behaving towqjrds ’, 
expresses a common property, and thus, the omission of the 

( I ) ^ mihHa 

I K&shikfi.. 



23 


common property is here impossible, yet the common property 
is said to be omitted here, because, the afiSjc is itself omitted, 
i. e, leaves no sign of itself in the verb formed by its addition, by 
the rules of grammar. Thus, although the senses of and 
are identical, yet sRy is not employed, because, it is not dropped 
( If in remaining ), and thus in that case, the common property 
is not omitted. 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, ?cfir^-the compounded with ^iT^:-tho the 

commobi property-fcfVT^^f-not being expressed, according to 

Panini^s Sutra ( II. 1 56 ) . 

(KARIKA IV. ) 

In the omission of the common property -and the 
thing compared to, ( it ) is seen ( to occur ) in a compound 
and a sentence. 

This Comparison cannot occur in a nominal affix, and can 
not be Direct, because, in the omission of the the nominal 

affix and the words &c. cannot be employed. Thus, this two- 
fold division is possible only in the Indirect. 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, being the object of description, is the The 

and the common property * fragrance^^ are omitted. The 


I KSshikl. 
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verse simply declares that it is impossible for the bee to obtain 
another flower similar to The possibility of the existence 

of another flower as the w'T'TfW is not hereby precluded. Thus, Com- 
parison is brought out. 


If we read HiRrj ( for ) , { this ) very verse he- 

conm an example of 

( K\R1k1 IV. Continued ). 

In the ejection of the word of comparison arid the 
thing oopipared, ( it ) is possible in a affix. 

In the ejection « In the omiseion. 

This is instanced in &c . 

Here, the affix is added to ^Tij^fwvr-the word expressive 
of the and in the accusative case, in the sense of ^ behaving 
towards/ The behaviour referred to here, is that of 
( thinking himself to be unconquerable ). This is the common 
property. 

Here, * himself ^ is the which is omitted. Although here 
the agent<— the man behaving-^is the and that is expressed 
directly by the pronoun h-*, or, when the reading is 
indirectly through the adjectives &c., yet he is the 
not in his capacity as the agent, but in his capacity as the object. 
Otherwise, the use of would be inconsistent ; for, is 
added to a word used as an object. This cannot be taken as a 
desiderative ifirw, like qiffqRr ( qq ^ ), for, in thut case 

the adjectives wfH &j. would be unintelligible. 

This division is not possible in a as in for, there 

the agent is the ^q^w, and ii' that is not employed, 
the sentence remains incomplete. Although in the case 



of two essentials of Comparison being omitted, other divi- 
sions are also possible, namely, when the and the 
are omitted, as in f f or when the ^7*ri?T and are 

omitted, as in when the and the common 

property are omitted, as in =^5^ fV, still, these divisions are not 
given here, because no comparison is brought out from any of 
them* Thus there is no deficiency. Pradipa reads ; 

for 'This reading," says IJdyota, 'is wrong; for, 

jJTf has been already instanced in &c," 

(KARIKI IV. CMNTINUBD ) 

the omission of three (essentials of Comparison ) 
it is possible in a compound. 

c 

of three ^ of the word oj- comparkon, the common property f and the 

This variety is possible only in’the Indirect, snch words as 
<&c. being dropped. It is possible in a compound only. ?r(^?T*Tr 
and are impossible here, owing to the word of comparison 

being omitted. 

It is instanced in &c." ' 

Here, if according to the rules of the Kfitantra grammar, 
the word be intended to mean, by indication;^ ' the eyes of 

a deer", this would be no example ; for, in this case ( the com- 
pound being solved as f u ), the word, i. e. fir, 

expressing the would be present. But when the compound 

jiprerTf (being solved as^fT?Tf=^i fT is intend- 

ed to mean, ' she whose eyes are tremulous like those of a deer," 
then, according to ( Kdtydyamds Vdrtlka ivhlrh says ' that ) a word 
In the locative ci(,se, or a word e^cpres^ivc of the {enters Into a 

Bnhuvrihi compound with another word, and then the latter part of 
die first member of the compound is dropped f the word expres- 

iive of the U 0 ^ compounded ( with and {then the word 

'he latter paH of ), is dropped. Thus, according to this 
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new of the matter, this is an example of the present variety. Th'us, 
»he the word of comparison aiid the common 

}roperty ' ^ are here dropped 

Although here a part of the fr viz. ^ir is retained, and 
,hus the ^T^TR cannot be said to be omitted here, still, the 
s said to be omitted, because the real viz. is absent. 

Some say that this variety is possible, even when everything 
3xcept the ;y'T»TR is omitted, as in the example Here, 

5'Cr*^'^C ( cruel conduct ) is the ^^^>4 (harshness) is the 

jommon property ; those together with are omitted ; only the 
Tq*TR — (an iron-lance) is retained; thus, this is a 
good e 3 J:araple of the variety spoken of, just now. This view ^s, 
however, wrong ; for, is an example of ’Hyperbole, 

and not of this variety of Comparison. 

Here, ( the object ) is ascertained to be identical with 

being completely swallowed up by it, i. e. not 
being expressed by a distinct word of its own. From the 
word //ms conveying, by indication, the sense of ^conduct 

resembling an irondauce^ {the word) is formed by the 

addition of the affix ( i.' e. ), according to P^ninFs sutra 
( V. 2. 76 . ), and /a {employed hi the sense of) ^ one who tries to 
gain his objects by ( means ns cruel as ) an iron-lance \ T/m-9, 

inasmuch as ‘ identity ^ and not ^ simple resemblance ^ is the point, 
//os is {an example of) ond i?o/ q/* where 

K'the ^qH?r, cemmon property, and the word of 

comparison are omitted. If this word, however, be taken as an 
example of the words Spc, in the verse ^c., 

would, on the same ground have to be taken as examples of ^g»Tr ; 
for, there too, the wordMotus^ conveys, by indication, the sense 
of a 'face resembliug a lotub\ Now, if these be legarded as 

( 1 3^55ff I 3<n!IIS^f;wa 

1% iBhattoji 
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examples of t%^qr where( 5 ?if, 5 j^^, and are dropped ), 
Hyperbole would have no province of its own. 

In this manner we get 19 divisions of 5 of 2 of 

6 of 2 of 2 of 1 of 

and 1 of r%f?:q‘r. These together irifh the 6 divisions 
of joft, ( make up) 25. 

Mammata has thus given us altogether *25 divisions of — 6 

of trofrecq-r and 19 of wq7'T»rr. It may, however, be lemarked that neither 
the accuracy nor the completed) ess ot Maminata^s clfissilicatiov of these 
divisions, is incontestable For insUuce, there h a gieat difference of 
opinion as to the moauiuga of tiie alhxes &c , and the 

consequent inclusion of the divisions based upon these allixes under 
either one class or the othei. 

According to Mammata, m and "nUf?, it is the 

that 13 omitted, the meanings of each of the alHxos being ‘ behaviour * — 
which serves as the common property Aciording to S. D,, however, in 
these affixes, it is the that is omitted , the meaning of 

each of the affixes being Hicfje i (resemblance). Whilst, accoiding 
to R. G., in and (i^ot m ), it is both the 

and the that are omitted, and although he 

agrees with Mammata in taking ‘ behaviour' to be the meaning 
of each of tliese two affixes, yet ho contends that simple be- 

haviour is not sufficient to bring out comparison. {Similaily, in ffftr, 
according to Mammata, it h both the and the that are 

omitted. According to S. G., sometimes, us in it is simply tliu 

that 13 omitted, the common propeity being ex[»iessed by anothei 
word, as by the above example , and sometimes, as in 

It is both the and the Vfq that aie omitted. Again, lu 

according to Mammata, it is the that is omitted ; accoidiug 

to S. D , however, sometimes, as in it is bimply the 

that Js omitted, and sometiims, as lu it is the and the 

that are omitte 1. 

These ditferenees of opinion have led to onsiderable changes in the 
details of the classiiicatiou of the divisions of this figure. Again, to 
Mammata’s 7 great classes of Appaya Dixit adds one moie, i. e. 

; aud S. D, adds two others, i. e. and 



gRf, bat does not notice Mamm^ta's nor Birit's ^rr’^nfr- 

*T*TFr5!rr. These^ two divisioas of S. D. are not al so recognised by 
Appayd Dixit and Jagannith. These differences and additi ons will be 
clearly understood from a comparison of the various schemes of classifica- 
tion given below. 

Mamroata’s scheme of the classification of the divisions of Compari- 
son is .as follows j — 


I ^ (6) 


A Mhft- 
(. 3 ) 


A ^j}s— 

( 5 ) 


B 

( 2 ) 


0 

( 6 ) 


') gmui (1) 

J 

) gpRur (4) 

> gjireuT (2) 

B 9n<i|t~ 

y Burgnr (5) 

) (.3) 

(H) J 

\ (6) 

II ^ (19) 


") mo gt« (7) 

9- (8) 

veir- wr« (9) 

D — 1 

1 fiiiT^r (20) 

„ (10) 

(2) J 

1 «»nvii(21) 

J ai) 

•Jan- gi- (12) 

E u»ihmRg»— 1 

1 wimm(22) 

) « (13) 

(2) j 

i ^rT!Tin(23) 

■) an- «• (14) 

BWj(»ir(i5) 


(24) 


(1) J 

1 (17) 

G 

[ggmr (25) 

1 B^iiganr (la) 

(1) - 



The scheme of the author of the SSrhitya-darapana. 

( 6 ; 

The same as Mammata’s. ■ 
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^(21) 


( 10 ) 


(^) 

« 

(1)^ 


} 


mo mo (7) 

,, ( 8 ) 

mo mo (9) 

„ ?[o (10) 

cro (11) 
(I '2) 

mr. (13) 

(14) 

^4®rganr (15) 
(16) 

m- (17) 

^o (IS) 



.f^O 

(20) 

(2) 

J 

(21) 

qraqiimfeo — 

j.ft((0 

(22) 

(^) 

1 Uo 

(23) 

v^^imfstao — 

1 UO 

(24) 

(2) 

J mo 

(25) 

sruhhqgo— 

(1) 

l^qfo 

(26) 

rnwrAlrntRs.. • ■> , 

(1) 



I —efiR^ (19) 


The scheme of the author of the Chitra-Mimnasd. 

mirr (6) 

The same as hj^ammata^s. 

1 ft I ' * ( III. 2. 

79. ) m?r f^mr i ^ma'?^ ^tfiRsrattWftr i 

ctm (V. 3. 96.) ‘gmgm’ (V. 3 98)i^ fft 

^ ^prsjft i tjqg, ‘ msTwim 

gmmt: 

srmft I mm ^smiRgHr m^wtumi|^sitm;r fsitmi^ ‘ ?Tmt- 

^TOtmw ^ mnnm ?im ^tsfts??r im: i ^mra^RK^mnmiis^r 
mot mmmpraraq 

‘ rnmmm (V. 3. 106) ?tu ma w w^nm^- 

wn% qitmn?5mmmrerm«ftm^tmpf umrmr i um rnmuB- 

jarftm^ *E85iw$ mamR3P?nirqim?«fm<trmB^^5R- 

^WRTHwm^CTjW) mRtwMWHi I mr m^imw%Frr ^r- 

mwtfir %#t ^ ^ i Pr. 
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PIT (26) 


<?4§o— 1 

(5) j 

► Vide Mammata 

(11) 


2 Vide Mammata 

( 13) 

( 3 ) i 

^ ( 14 ) 


G Vide Mammata 

(20) 


^ 1 

(21) 

.(9) ‘ 

'2 

'(22) 

j 

3 ft ^ 

(23) 


1 2 Vide Mammata 

( 25) 

(3)‘ - J 

1 1 

(26) 

'T»if'mRa«— 1 

1 2 Vide Mammata 

(28) 

(3) J 

1 1 

(29) 

^rsret'i^o - 

- 1 Vide Mammata 

(30 ) 

(3) 


— 1 Vide Mammata 

(31 ) 

(i; 


-1 

1 0.i ; 


( 1 ) 

Jagaanath notices all tliese divisions, except that he puts the throe 
divisions of and (which Mammata has in- 
cluded under ) under ’?(^rcR'T^WHr, on the ground that in the 

case of these three affixes, the common property is also omitted; the 
property ‘ behaviour ’ which is the sense of the affix, not being sufficient 
to bring out comparison Tims ho gets 6 divisions of and 

6 of 

Here, Udyota remarks that, really speaking, these divisions of 
Comparison are based upon purely grammatical principles, and thus 
do not deserve to be treated in the science of Kbetoric. 

Othpr varieties of Comparison are also possible. For instance, 
what is called »ir^('T*Tr ( Garland of comparisons ), is { possible ) 
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luhati one and the same connected with many as 

instanced in &c. 

Here, the heroine denoted by ?Tr is compared to many other 
objects such as and qi^jfr, the common property 

( paling ) being the same in each Comparison. 

also instanced in &c. 

Here, Hrii^qr is compared to QU and sr^fTFi the 

common property being difi event in each Comparison. 

Again, what is called ( the Girdle of Comparisons ), is 

also [possible ) whe7i the ;j of the proceeding sentence is turned 
i-nto^the of the next, the co7nmo}t proper ty being th^ same or 
different, in each Comparison as before, { i. e. as in qrr'^rq^Tr ). 

As instanced in &c. and &c. 

Here, in the first example, tho common property 
( purity ) i|^ the same throughout, but in the second, it is different 
in each sentence. 

But, these varieties have not been defined here, heca^ise a 
thousand such moieties might be made gut, which it would be im- 
possible to describe, and besides, these do not exceed ( being includ- 
ed under ) the divisions given ( aboi’e ) . 

2 Self — Comparison ( ) 

( Kariha V. ) 

When* one ( thing) only, assumes the nature of the 
thing compared and of the thing compared to, in one 
sentence, it is (termed ) Self-Comparison. 

arqyqfif occurs when one and the same thing is represented, 
through a metaphorical differeuce, as both the < and tho 5TRR, 
in one sentenog, in order to exclude the possibility of its having 
inother*thing for its like. Thus, the definition of the Vritti is 
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is that where connection f of the ) with ano^er ^q«rf«T 
is absent. Or, the Vritti may be regarded as simply explaining 
the derivation of the name Thus, is absence of 

connection ( oi the ) with, (of coarse), another 
Another means an ^qrir^ other than the ( which 

becomes an grqqiq here ), and not other than the first ^qqR, since 
a distinct ^qqrq, which we may call the first, does not, here, exist. 

The word ' one ( thing ) ^ serves to exclude ^qqr where there 
are two things. The word ^only^ serves to bring out this ad- 
ditional peculiarity of that, the thing, when represented as 

the 3‘'7»rRi is expressed by the same word, by which it is 
expressed, when it is represented as the ^qqq. 

Thus, IS au example of a faulty Hqvfq. S. To., 

however, remarks that the sameness of terms is here acci(iental 
only, and not essential, as it is in a PSRijqm. 

The words 'one sentence^ mean 'words capable o^ bringing 
out one Comparison.’ Thus, these words ( i. e. 'one sentence' ) ex- 
clude the figure where there are two sentences, or, where 

( as in where, although the sentence is one, still, ) 

there are words capable .of bringing out two Comparisons. 
Udyota remarks, however, that this phrase does uot form part 
of the definition of but is simply descriptive. For, STsRqw, 

as its very name signifies, aims at showing that a thing has uot 
another for its like, and thus, by its vary name, excludes ^q^q7qqr 
which does not aim at this. 

The figure is instanced in ^ %qr^ Hn% &c. 

(1) ^ • rr- 

(2) ^ I aRTjsr^t 

H ” Vide S. b. 

( 3 ) <iNwa i i S. D. 
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Hero, is compared to herself. Although is 

not really different from herself, still, she is fancied as different 
on account of the difference of her position m two different places 
or two different times. Thus the difference is a metaphorical and 
not a real one. 

Udyota, however, does not admit this metaphorical difference 
of nature as dependent upon a real difference of position He 
says that if we suppose that a thing isdiffcient from itself, because 
the two positions of that tiling are different, the ligure would bo 
The verse t'tc., for instance, would, according 

to this supposition, mean, — ^ the sky of this place is like the sky 
of thahplace, the sky of this tune is like the sky of that time.’ 
This, however, would be uothiug but Com paribon ; >vher,eas, in 
one thing is represented as resembling itself in order to 
show that it has nob a parallel. 

3. KECIPROCAL comparison 

(Kunia \. CuNTiMEh ) 

Tlie inversion of tlioso is ( (orined ) llcciprocal Com- 
parison. 

The inversion, i. o. the turning into the and tlio 
of those, i. 0 the gr'TTf^T fhr is aTTr. Tlio words ^ of 

those ^ exclude instanced iii &c., where, although 

the (^m) is turned into the ^•3'TfTr^T still, the 

is not turned into the ( Hio ). Tins inversion takes 

])\sLce, of course, ill fivn santcuces, since it is impossible in one 
sentence, d’heso two sentences may be either oxpreR'''od or im- 
plied. Thn^, the definition includes such a sentence as ^ TRrRofJ 
^ where, although the expressed sentence is one, still, the 
implied sentences are two, namely, thatT.a is equal to and 
IS equal to 

Tlio sentence q qi>rr inasmuch as it implies a censure 
of the ^ moon/ is an ('Xampie of the figure STnfi, not of ^qn^Tr- 
since the sentence is one. Tho invArainn. .._.i 
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the ^<T*TR> in order to constitute must aim at the exclu- 
sion of another ( i. e. a third ) i. e. must show that the 

and the^W^ have not a third thing for their like. Thus, such sent- 
ences as &c. are excluded, since in them, although there 

is inversion, there is no exclusion of a third the common 

properties ??[!>, &c. being different in the 

different comparisons. In &c., however, the common 

property being the same, the comparison of two things twice in 
two sentences, succeeds in showing that the two things have not 
a third thing for their like. 

The name is signjficant inasmuch as it means,-— 

^compariiuj the f <>f the first s< utvnct ) to the (of th\ same 

tentenc^ )\ 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, there are three examples of The common pro- 
perties in the three examples are s?i%rr^V, and 

respectively. 

Having described those Figures that contain an expressed 
resemblance, the author now proceeds to describe those that con- 
tain a suggested resemblance. Of these. Poetical Probability is 
the most important, on account of its pre-eminent beauty, and is 
therefore described first. 


4. POETICAL PEOB ABILITY 

Apprehending the jirobiibility of the object under 
description ( as being identical ) with another object simil'ir 
to it, if what is( tcrmod ) Poetical Probability. 

• 

means the gfqqi?r, because it makes the object under des- 
cription simdur to it. After the words qq\i5:qrl?(f 

should be considered as understood . The object under descrip- 
tion is always a real object. The ^qqR is sometimes real, as in 
and sometimes unreal, i. e. fancied by the poet, as in 

nr in 
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• The term etymologically means 'a prominent appre- 
hension of the ^T'TR ^ Thus, it is a kind of doubt in which the 

is apprehended more promine ntly than the 

This probability of identity must, however, be based upon 
resemblance between the two objects compared ; hence the verse 
etc. is no example of this figure ; for, although there is 
in it a probability of identity, yet there is no resemblance between 
the ^ smile of the woman ^ and the ^ conquest of the world.' 
This probability must, more’over, bo based upon a property .that 
IS charming ; hence etc. is no example of this figure ; 

for, there the property ^ moLionlossuess ’ is not charming. 

1 

,/rhis probability mast, again, be falsely apprehondeI\ II&nce^lH 

etc. is no example of this figure , for, there inasmuch as the 
peacocks have actually begun to danco, the probability is appre- 
hended really. 

In both the alternatives are cognised as equally pro* 

minentj whilst, here one of the alternatives, 1 0 . that of the 
IS apprehended more prominently. 

This Figure is first two-fold; being either 1 Expressed or 2 
Understood. The Expressed is when such words as >{?«( etc. are 
employed, other requirements of being present ; the Under- 

stood IS when such words are not used. It is again of various 
kinds as (a) (b) (c) &c. But all these 

varieties have not been mentioned by Mammata, because, in his 
opinion, they do not bring out any particular beauty. 

Of these. 


(a) 

is instanced in ^Tr &c. 

Here, the fact of the lotus-liko beauty which naturally 
belongs to the feet of the woman is fancied as if it were identical 

'it i.1 e i. t T l.nn'inm liAnanlC Aa 
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her feeb through a feeling of joy’. Tluis, inasmuch as joy-on 
the part of Lotus beauty is fancied as being probably the reason 
of her having attached herself to the feet of the woman, this is 
The object of the fancy is to show the extreme beauty 
of the feet of t’lo woman. In tins verse, the fTR or is 

directly cxpiessed by the word The s^fTcT 
^ h although not expressed, is yet obtained 

by indication from tho same word 

(b) 

IS instanced m ‘^c. 

Here, in the first line, there are two s, and in the second, 
there l&au^qqfr^ In the first part of the first line, the 3’q*T ^ is 

( besmearing ) expressed by the word Tho iriTrT is 

( pervading ) obtained by indication from the same word 
In the second jiart of tlie first line, the is 

( showering ) e^p^cs&ed by the woid q'qirf, and the is 

( spreading downwards ) obtained by indication from tho 
same word Thus, hrrr the (utiov of ‘ jnri acting ’ {of fAcbody 

hy (larLncss ) is janeied by flu iiod as pioladdy Idenfioal with the 
action of ^ besmeai ing \ and tho action of ‘spreading down- 
wards ( of collj'rium by the sl^y) ’ is fancied as probably idential 
with the action of ‘showering.’ Thus, wo have here a 

The object of both the s is to show intensity of 
darkness. The diflerenco between the two 3 ’cq^rs is that in the 
first, the fact of ‘ darkness pervading tho body’ is possible, but 
in tho second, the fact of ‘the sky spreading collyrium’ is impos- 
sible and is imagined by the poet. 

By 3Trf| in is to bo understood, tho act of f ’ 

and by ain'l in the act of ‘ ^ is to be understood. 

The first line is an uxaniplo of and lut of 3‘qqr ; for, when 

is used in connection witli a vcib, it always conveys the sense of * pioba- 
bility PatanjaVi says that a veib can never express an for a veib 

1 JT t' 1 Vide Patanjali oa PaoiaPsguIra 
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shows that the thing denoted by it is to be accomplished ; whilst, it is only 
a thing that is au accomplished fact that can become an It can, 

how'cver, become an for, in ^^ehave the apprehen- 
sion of the veib a" denoting an 

As for the autlior of the Alaiikara-Sarvasw'a who says that in 
the example &c., aio not fancied as piobably 

identical null &c , but darkness is fancied as probably identical 

with the agent of ‘ besmeaiing, ’ and the sky, with the agent 
of ‘showeiing ’ , he is certainly wrong; for, although the veihs and 

can express agents (^q^^a,aud yet, according to Yilskn, it is 

the actions f'nd ) Mgniiied by the roots that are piedomiiiiint ; 

and the agents are connected with the actions as adjectives ( 
q-;^?T a^^d ), this being the case, the agents of ‘ besmcaiing ^ 

and show Cling beic can not stand in apposition to another thing, i. e, 
‘ da'ikness,’ they being subordinated to the actions cxpiossed by the roots 
rt35^<T and If it ho urged by some (i o. the Aaiyiiyikas )• — We hold 
the agent to 1 e i»riiicipal and the action subordiinto ( 

in the sense of a vcib; the agents of ‘besineaiing’ and ‘ showering’ can, 
therefoic, stand m apposition to ‘ darkness’. Thus, Ihcio is now no liarm in 
fancying * daiknoss’ as if it weic the agent of ‘besmeaiing’ and the agent of 
‘showeiing We reply that although iii this way, identity of agents is 
possible , still, it is the identity ot actions that is intended do ho lancied by 

I 

the poet, and since this i^ diiccily possible^ there is no motive for fancying 
tlie identity of a ents, in ordei that, thiough it, wc may fancy the identi- 
ty of actions. 


(c) qFr«f?i?^Tr 

is instanced by S. D. in Yc. 

Here, the ‘ airow's entering the earth’ la fancied as if it is for the purpose 
of telling the agreeable tidings of the death of Ihivana to the 
serpeflts dwelling in tie infernal region-!. Thus theie is heio. 


1 I ?i«tr ^ 
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Mammata everywhere admits by identity. But, there is no 

reahon wliy theie should not be by difFereuce, In othei words, as 

there is so there is (>T- 

wr ) also. is deaily an example of 

wlicro one i o is fancied as if it weie identical with 
another i e. Ihit and ql &c. may be as 

good examples of »s, accoiding to Mammata, they are of 

In &c, for instance, we may f.iney the ])rolaoility of the action 

(q4) of ‘ besmeaiiiig ’ oi of ‘ showering * as belonging to ‘ daikncss ’ (qq^). 
In fact, i|, 13 bettor to take tins a^) v^qirq^Tf, instead For, 

when we admit tlic fancy of (v^Hfj as liemg identical with sqrqq 
(q’4f) which is swallowed up l)y it, i. e. not expressed by a distinct word, 
as %q5T is, thou inasmiicb as tbo subject si fqq is not separatelj^ stated 
in the sent^pco, oan not be apprebcuded as tbc predicate. So in 
qf &c. we may fancy tlio probability of ^ H (v^q) as being the cause 
of Lotus-beauty’s (qm) attaching herself to the feet cf the woman. 
So also in *^c. we may fancy tbo piobibility of the action (q4) 

ol ‘ communicating the news &c.’ as being the fiuit or puiposo of the 
arrow's enteiing the earth. 

5. DOUBT 

( K ilUK^i CoNTIxNUEl) ) 

A doubt ( A ) wlica the difference is expressed and 
(13 ) when it is not expressed is ( termed ) the Doubt. 

In the Karik.i, the words sjfi.ie’r na=I JliJ ore understood. 


I 3I5r JIRt ‘ |l% I rt?r 

arl^ I ‘ 5^ =955 

3^ 2 I ( 'ttg ) ' ’ 

wr i ftdiSf s^ii'pr isqqtt^sat'rwi^ trem 

I ( ) ‘ 3?reatg3.’ 3,*^' 

fs it-C T> n . T>- . «*v/l G 7^ 
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Thus, the figure occurs when the object under description is 
suspected to be soinethiug else similar to it. A doubt, in order 
to constitute the figure must be imagined by the poet. Thus, 
such a doubt as is expressed in the sentence qr, docs 

not come under this figure, inasmuch as it is not striking. 
This doubt, again, must be based upon resemblance ; hence 
fSf is no example of this figure ; for, there, no resemblance 

exists. The difference of this figure from has been already 

given. 

The word ( in the Karikil >, alone, constitutes the defini- 
tion; whilst, the words, give us the two divisions 

of — namely, (A) when the difference between tlie JTffar und 
the is expressed, and (B) wlien it is not expressed. 

The first division of this figure is further subdivided into 
two, namely, (a) (having a certainty in the middle), and 

(b) ( having a certainty in the end ). Of those, the first is, 

when the solution of a first doubt is followed by a second doubt ; 
the solution, here, must be in the form of tlio ascertainment of the 
as diflferent from one Thus, the possibility of the gri- 

being suspected as another is not precluded. The second 

is, when the solution of the first doubt is not followed by another 
doubt. The solution, here, is the ascertaiumeut of the as the 
; thus precluding the possibility of its being suspected as 
another ^T»Tf?T. In the first, the distinguishing property is mention- 
ed as belonging only to tho ; iQ the second, it is mentioned 

as belonging to the 

1 i 

55fq?qr 3iia ) 5 ^: «iir- 

>» ' 

I Vir. 
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A ( a) 


Is instanced in 5t>; ji <&c. 

Here, and are the vari- 
ous points oE resamblance between the and the various 

^ and^^,;:^. The various distinguishing pro- 
perties &c. are tneutioued as belonging to the Sun &c. 

—the not as belonging to tho kiug— blie Thus 

they shew that the king is not tho sun &e. But although we 
ascertam'thiSj still, a doubt is possible as bo whether the king is 
' fire^ or not. Thus, mastnucli as there is here a doubt in the 
beginning, solution of it in the middle, and again a doubt ^n the 
end, this'is 

If it bo said tlut this is a:i exaia^)lo inas.nuch as tlio 

i, 0, tho King, is sud to excel the ^TJTRrs—tho Sim tl-c., by their 

. a 

possessing inminiembio hoise-5 &c , wo loply tint altliouL;]! it is true 
that after the dinbt is appiolionded, the (lilforontuiting properties put 
forth in tho verse, bung to mind contrast between the 

and tile yet inasinu(;h as this cuntiast is hepenilent upon 

the doubt, it is<lio doubt that le nitimately apprehended as strikii-g, 

Hence, the tigme deceives to be caHod the Doubt and not Contiaat. 

• 

Under hvAv, Bdbhata admits only and nob Pr^?if?cT. 

( T/u.' use of tlio tjcneral tvord) in the Kiirika, so as to 

include under It us two subdivisions 3’T‘U=Tid3‘n^i‘^j and 

however, shows th it unt oidj ( where the is 

), hut who { whore the >}^ is ), is 

(id nutted by Miiuv 11 xtn. He appears to a 1 nub this latter division 
on the grounl that eve i an oxpressel ascerbai ament is perceived 
to be striking. 


1 Pi'. 
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A (b) ft V^I5c|: 

is instanced in r% &c. 

Here, the face of the deer-eyed woman is ascertained in its 
real nature, i. e. ascertained as the face, by the mention of the 
distinguishing property ^pleasing and amorous speech' 
which belongs to it, and hence there is no room now for a further 
doubt. This division is, however, omitted by Udbhata for the reason 
that the ascertainment is not hoe suggested as in but is 

expressed, and as such is not 'Striking. 

B 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, Brahma is successively suspected as the Moon, the 
God Cupid, and th e Spring, owing to the various points of 
resemblance existing between them and ( Brahma ) himself. But 
no distinguishing properties are mentioned. The property * dull- 
ness,* that is expressed by the word ifT, is not a dis- 
tinguishing property. It is mentioned only for the purpose of 
removing any doubt as to how, in the presence^ of the world- 
creator Brahm^, the Moon &c. can be her creators, 

6. METAPHOR (^5;^)- 


(K4RIKi VII. ) 

Identity between tlie thing compared and the thing 
compared to is ( termed ) the Metaphor. 

The identity here is an attributed one, and is due to close resern* 
hlanc9 (between the'^rf^^ and the whose distinct natures are 

not concealed. Thus, where the distinct nature of the is 
concealed, is excluded. The and the must be expres- 
sed by distinct words. Thus, is distinguished from sfft- 
qnitftff where both the q and the are expressed by 

one and the same word; or, to speak in technical language, 

*£i 
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nn? wiiir is tlie province of is the pro- 

vince of sn%vr4rRs. The consciousness of the false identity here 

ft 

must be deliberate and must be accompanied by the consciousness 
that the identity is false. Thus, where the consciousness 

of the false identity is not accompanied by the consciousness that 
it is false, is excluded. Ihe identity must be based upon close 
resemblance, not upon any other kind of relation as that of cause 
and effect. Thus, g?sf where the woman is called ^happi- 

ness,' because she is the cause of * happiness,' is no example of 
thk'figdre. 

This Metaphor is two-fold: — Entire (^if^r) and Partless 

The Metaphor is again two -f old .‘—(a) Wholly expressed 
(b) Partly-expressed The 

^<Tr Metai)hor is but single. 

The author now defines 

A (q) 

( KARUiA VII, Continued ) 

* (An) Entire ( Metaphor ) is when the objects superim* 
posed are ex!pressed. 

As a rule, the subject ot super imposition ( ) must 
always be expressed in a Metaphor ; otherwise, the figure would 
be Now, when ( all ) the objects superimposed, are (also) 

lilio ihe subjects of super iinposxilon, expressed, then there is an Entire 
( Metaphor ) ; so called because etymologically, is 

that in which all the things, i. o. objects superimposed, are expressed 
hy words. The word means s^rficqirror. It is not a past- 

passive but a present passive participle here. The plural number 
a\BO has no special significance here; otherwise, adverse 
where there are only two objects superimposed, would not be an 
example of 

W \ H K. P. UlUsa IT. 

" 2 
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Instanced in &o. 

The attribution of the nature of a srrrqrrf^# to is hero 
the principal metaphor, the representation of &c. under 

the characters of &c. are all subordinate metaphors contri- 
buting to the heightenment of the principal one. Thus, the 
metaphor is here called ^rn”, because metaphors are here subser- 
vient to one another j and it is called because all 

the superimposed objects, both principal and subordinate, are 
expressed i)i the Jlrfit three lines. In the last line, the employ- 
ment of the word grc^ shows* that we have got another figure, i, e. 

• 

If it be said that this does not deserve to bo an example of 

for, inasmuch as there is no circumstance here, enabling 
us to determine that the figure is and not a doubt 

arises as to whether the figure is (^rr%^V or 

Thus, in virtue of this doubt, the verse de* 

serves to be an example of a distinct figure called and 

not of Metaphor, 

We reply that no doubt as to there being a between 
these two figures in the verse, should, be raised, for, thera is one 
circumstance which favours the acceptance of Metaphor ( and not 
Comparison) as the figure in the verse ; via, that the property 
which is denoted by the adjective 
belongs only to the oh^ect superimposed, t, o, as she is an 

animate being, and not to ^i% which is inanimate. If this were 
an example of Comparison, would be the prominent thing, 
and then it could not be principally connected with the property 
of This shows that the word is 

predominant in the compound crf%vrr7fi^vr7. Now, the word 
is principal, only when we take this compound as ai 
example of^sF, solving it as ^FT'Trf^^'r. 





A (b) ^trn 


(KARIKA Vni. ) 

A Partly-expressed Metaphor ( is ) when they are 
expressed and implied. 

‘They’ mean ‘the objects aupei'imposed’. Thus, when tome of the 
objects superimposed are expressed by words, and some are to be 
understood by the force of the sense (of the sentence ) , it is 

SO called because it literally is ' that which is peculiar in one 
jpar^s), i. e. in which one of the subordinate metaphors 
is expressed by a word\ 

It is exemplified in &c. ^ 

Eercy the object superimposed on expressed, hut 

?Tfi^^r awi the objects superimposed on 

respectively, arc not expressed, but understood (only) from 

the force of the superimposition (of on iw); i. e. (only) 

when we consider that, wrr%?frr and jTi%JT(r%gitr being fit persons 
1 

to live in a Iwrem, unless their superimposition on 
and is understood, the superimposition of 

on rr becomes unintelligible. Here, although it is 
possible to understand ( as in the ^ii«l[5frr and 

the from the feminine gender of the nouns 

and and from the fact that «r??r and 

are the well-known properties of the and also from 

the use of the I'Ire adjectives &o., still, the figure 

is not but ^(T^, on account of the fact that the 

is understood from the superimposition of on also. 

(5 

If it be said that this verse may be an example of k) 

be mentioned hereafter, inasmuch as here the superimposition of the 


I «t3TnR«nf^» i Pr. 
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‘Heroine &c.* on the *sword Ac.* is depend ent upon the superimposition 
of the * harem* on the ‘ battlefield, ’ just as in &c., the super- 

imposition of the ‘ swan* on the * king* requires the superimposition 
of the * lake* on the ‘ mind.* 

We reply that there is no here ; for, here it is possible 

to understand that the is superimposed on through the 

particular gender of the noun and through the fact that the 

properties and are common to both the and 

as is superimposed on through the fact that the pro- 
perty is common* to both But, in*^fWir*T^i 

&c., the supeiimpositiou of on the ' king’ is impossible, unless there 
is superimposition of lake on the * mind For, no other point of 
resemblance exists between the king and except the fact that the king 
abides in the minds of learned men as the swan abides *in the lake* 
In fact, one superimposiiion is necessarily dependent upon another there j 
such is not, however, the case here, i. e. in dtc, 

(KARIKA VIII. continued) 

This ('is called) an Entire Mataphor. 

This i. 0. this Metaphor, two divisions 

and ) mentioned ^^hove, is ( tailed ) a Metaphor with parts. 

It is so called, because, in it, there are yarious metaphors, among 
which one is principal and the others subordinate, or (to put the 
same thing in other words ), because, in it, the principal ob- 
ject is metaphorically represented together with all the other ob* 
jects that are subordinate to it. Tho word hero means a 
cause. Thus, means that where one metaphor is the cause of 
another metaphor. 

( KARIKA VIIL Continued ) 

But a Partless Metaphox is ( 1 ) Single. 

Here, only one object being metaphorically represented, tte 
relation of principal and subordinate does not exist. 



B (l)iw 

is instanced in 

Here, there is only one superimposition, viz, that of Wrir on 

No other superimposition, that may be the cause of this 
otfe, is present in the verse. 

(KARIKA^ VllL Continued) 

, , And ( 2 ) Serial as before. 

A Serial metaphor is a second variety of a i^<it metaphor. 
The word in Pradipa is a mis-reading for ; Prabha, 

however, appears to read for srrr and under* 

stnnds as The word means ^ like comparison * 

which is described before. As m a Serial Comparison ( or what is 
called the Garland of Comparisons), one and the same object 
issuccessively compared to various other objects (^^mns), 
80 ( in a serial metaphor ), tto natures of various ( other objects ) 
are {successively) attributed to one ( object). 

The word in this Sutra, shows that the author of the 
EarikAs and the author of the Yritti are one and the same per- 
son. For, the word refers to * the Garland of Comparisons 
which has been mentioned in the vritti ( vide page 20 ) , and 
not in any of the previous Sutras. 

B (2)m55T 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, many things such as a 'river &c.^ are superimposed 

1 Pr. 

I Pjr.A 
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upon thfe * beloved/ The Metaphor is Parti ess^ because there is 
only one superimposition, i. e. that of the ‘ river &c/ on the 
* beloved \ 

(KARIHIIX.) 

The Consequential is when there is a superimposition 
of one thing (upon necessarily caused by the 

suferimposition (of a third thing upon a fourth, and 
occurs ) when the eecpressive word is paronomastic or 
otherMse, 

* Some interpret the Karika thus occurs when the super- 

imposition of one thing which is subordinate, i. o. which is not the 
matter in hand, upon a second, is the cause of the superimposition (i. e. 
of the apprehension of the identity ), of a third thing, which is principal 
i. e. which is the matter in hand, upon a fourth/ But this interpreta- 
tion is wrong ; for, according to it, the definition of qwfVw will not 
extend to the verse &c. ( which is an example of 

vide page 37 ), where the superimposition of upon 

which is the matter in hand is the cau^o of the superimposition of MfHR 
upon u^w^who is also the matter in hand. 

Really speaking, q^qrf^?r is where one superimposi- 
tion is necessarily the cause of another, viz. where one 
superimposition is impossible without the other. The term qwfiw 
literally means that in which there is a series of superimposi- 
tions or metaphors standing in the relation of cause and effect . 
This is of two kinds:— ( 1 ) When the word expressive of 

the subjeef of superimposition and of the object superimposed, in 
the 'metaphor that is the cause, is paronomastic, and ( 2 ) when 
it is not paronomastic. 

Of these the first is instanced in &c. 

Here, inw^r ( the mind ) itself is inqw ( the lake irruvi ). q^irsir- 
of malth ) itself is ( opening of lotuses ), 
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seeking of forts) ihelfis {following 

qrlfft ) . ( readiness to fight ) itself is {readiness 

to eat fuel ), ( love of truth ) itself is ( hatred, 

of ). ftir«r ( defeat of the enemy ) itself is Rfir^ ( Arjuna ). 
Thus, these superimpositions of ( the mind ) &c. on iir?T?T ( the 
lake ‘*'0. are the causes of the superimpositions of ^c, on 

The words &o. are paronomastic, i. e. they are capable of 

yielding two meanings, each . These words, however, being restricted 
to the significations of * the mind ’ &c. by» the context (which is the des- 
cription of the King who is the matter in hand), the senses of * the lake 

d^/ai^eappichended from them, through suggestion originating in the 
power of denotation of the words &c. Thus, the word in the 

Kdrika^does not moan ^ expressive * but * conveying the sense of ’ 
simply. 

The superimposition of the lake on the * mind ’ is founded 
on this common property that the words meaning the 'mind’ and the ' lake 
aro the same. And it has been pointed out in the 9th IJll^sa, 
^that the sameness of words may also serve as a common property for 
Comparison or Metaphor. In other words, these figures may also be 

founded on a mere verbal resemblance. 

« 

Although this i. e. the Consequential Metaphor founded on a 
paronomasia, has been declared, by the Ancients, (or, according to 
Prabh&, in the nineth Uildsa), and will [also) he declared 
at the end of this Uildsa, to be a figure belonging to both a word 
and a sense, inasmuch as certain words like here are capable 
of enduring an exchange with other words, and certain others 
like cire not, and therefore, although it does not deserve to 
be treated here, since here only are treated, still, it has 

been treated here among the figures of sense, in obedience to {the) 
practice of such ancient rhetoricians as the author of 
who hold that a sets aside a 15:1^ ( and an alone will 

set aside an ), and who regard all Irqr to be but an 
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Others likeTld^ihSitek declare this to he 
^qr^, which it cannot be, unless it is admitted as a figure of sense. 

The ground on which thiiS is called by them qrfh is this : — just 

as when the ' harem * is superimposed on the ^ battlefield^, it cannot be pro- 
perly connected with the ' sword^, aad so implies the suporimposition ot the 
^heroine' on the ^sword* ; so when the ^swan’ is superimposed on the ^king*, 
it cannot be properly connected with the ^ mmd ’ and so implies the super- 
imposition of the ^ lake Manasa ^ upon the ‘mind*. 

According to the modern vieil, however, this is not fqr, 

a 

hero, ( according to Prabha ), the suporimposion of the ‘lake on 
the * miyad ’ is by suggestion ; whilst, ia the suporimposition 

ofsrrr^^f on is by implication ; or (according to TJdyota), 

here.* one suporimposition, i. o. that of the ‘lake on the imind*, is a 

necessary cause of the other, i. o. that of on the ‘king’. Such is not 
the case in &o. 

The second is instanced in &c. 

Here, upon &c., there are the suporimpositions of which 

are expressed by distinct words. Thus, the nob r%!r here; the 

swperimpositions o/srr^lfR upon dre proper, ( onhj ) when there 
are superimpositions of ^c., which ate expressed by distinct words, 

on ^0. Thus, here one superimposition is necessarily tho cause 
of the other. In both these divisions of wo have got a 

Garland of Metaphors. In &c., one and the same object f 

i. 0. the king, is identified with various other objects such as 
&c. So also, iu &c., one and the same object, i. e. is 

successively identified with various other objects such as <^c. 

These divisions are possible oven when there is no Gar- 
land df Metaphors. Thus, tho first division 
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is instanced in <&c. 

Here, the word is paronomastic, admitting of the two 
meanings of a ^ family ^ and a * bamboo the attribution of the na« 
ture of a 'bamboo* to the 'King^s family^ is a necessary cause of the 
attribution of the nature of a 'pearl* to the 'King*. There is only 
one identification here, that of the 'King* with a 'pearl*, and no 
other. Thus, there is no Garland of Metaphors. 

The adjective &c. is no cause of the attribution of the na- 

ture of a *pearl' to the Kingjfor, it is impossible that the three worlds should 
be illumined by the lustre of a pearl. It simply shows that the King is 
more excellent than the pearl. 

The Second division is instanced in ^ &c. 

Here, ^i%— the object superimposed, is expressed by the word 

which is distinct from the word which expresses the sub- 
ject of superimposition. Thus, the is not here The 
attribution of the nature of a to is the cause of the attri- 
bution of the nature of a to the 'king*. There is no other attri- 
bution than this in the verse. Thus, it should he understood that the 
two-fold Oonsequential Single 'is also possible like the two-fold Con- 
sequential Serial. 

Although m &c., the superimposition of 

isjalao the cause of the superimposition of on the King, and 

although in &c, the superimposition is also the 

cause of the superimposition of on Vishnoo, still, the Metaphor is 
not ; for, in each of the verses, the series of Metaphors is 

only one, whilst, a occurs only when there are many 

series of Metaphors. 

Although, in a and a where Metaphors are depen- 

dent upon one another, there are various subjects of superimposition, 
and various objects superimposed, still, inasmuch as all these collec- 
tively produce but one beauty, the figure ( i. e. Metephor ) is but 
one and not many. In a and a also, although the 

Ta rious Melrphors are independent of each other in their natures, 



51 


stilly they^are dependent on each other as far as the peculiar beauty 
which is produced from each of them is concerned. 

A Girdle of Metaphors, where each object superimposed is 
successively turned into the subject of superimposition, is also 
possible ; as instanced in ^c. 

It is not, however, defined by us as it is not possessed of any ' 
peculiar beauty as is. 

In a we compart^one thing to certain other things^ in 

order to bring out the excellence of that one thing. Now^ when we 
compare these other things to a third set of things, the result is that the 
excellence of the first thing becomes overshadowed. Thus, our primary 
object is frustrated. 

7. concealment 

( karika X. ) 

Concealment is when the matter in hand is denied 
and another is affirmed ( in its stead ). 

When ( the matter in hand, i. c. ) is denied, i, e, is 

established as unreal, and another, i. o. what is not the matter in 
hand, i. e. the ^qr»T|?r, is affirmed, i. e. is established ( as real), that is 
Ooncealment, 

The words srffcT exclude where the matter in hand 
is not denied. The words exclude where, although 

one thing is denied, ho other thing is affirmed. The word 
in the Vritti* should not be understood in its strict sense of ^ the 
thing^ compared,^ but should be understood in the sense of 
‘ some-thing’ only. 


. 1 8r«ifaiw% Jif?rfJRpr^i ?Rrr^t- 
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Thus, may be defined simply as a figure where some 

thing is concealed and something ( else ) is shown out. Hence, 
the verse which contains no has been said 

by Mammata in the fourth HlUsa to suggest the figure BT'PjRr. 
Hence also, there is in ?rr«[ gvTTCT : &c., although it is the 

WT’Tl^T that is there denied. The word pr^vj in the K^lrik^ can 
ivnot always mean ‘deniaP; for, in r%? 5 rr^^C &c. (Vide p. 41), the 
' line of hair ^ is not denied but established as unreal. Hence 
nfSpiiT has been substituted by in the Vritti, 

means ^falsely ascertained as real.' , Hence, ^ qw is no 

ex&ihple of this figure; for, there the face is not falsely ascertained 
as real, but is truly ascertained as such. 

Hence also, ?rr?r w is no example of this figure ; 

for, there l;he reality of is ascertained not falsely, but truly, 
owing to mental derangement on the part of the love-sick speak- 
er. Hence also, ?Tr4 &c, is no example of this 

figure ; for, the verse contains no ascertainment but a doubt, 

is of two kinds:—* (A) Expressed and (B) Implied, Of 
these the first is 

instanced in &c. 

Here, the unreality of the spot on the Moon is expressed by 
the words oR«cRf 

An Implied is of various kinds. Sometimes, con- 

cealment is brought out by words expressive of a pretence; as 

instanced in ^ &c. 

Here, in virtue of the word g'w, ive apprehend that these are no 
' mango-flowers with bees on them ' but *poiwned arrows thds, the 
unreality of the bees is obtained by implication, being brought 
, out by the word expressive of a ^ pretence.' 

Sometimes, concealment is brought out by words expressive 
of ^ transformation,' as 
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instanced in srgftini, 

Here, in virtue of the word we apprehend that (his is 

not a *line of hair* hut a Hine of smoke.* Thus, the unreality of the 
line of hair is brought out by the word expressive of 

transformation/ Similarhjj it should he understood that this variety 
(i. e. J is possible in various other ways. 

Thus, in &c., the denial is implied, being brought out by 

the words xi ^ %%%. Sometimes, the denial is brought out by suggestion 
a ^ ' 

as in STSFr &c. 

a paronomasia (#t) 

(KARIKA X. Continued) 

When, in one sentence, words have more than one 
sense ( each ), it is Paronomasia. 

Paronomasia ( of sense ) occurs, when only such v)ord8 as hear 
only one ( general ) signification, or, in other words, as are capable 
of enduring an exchange with other words, convey^ more than one 
(particular) sense (each). Such words convey more than one 
( particular ) sense, on account of the absence of any restriction 

a 

as that of context &c. The word ifif excludes a 


1 


2 


3 


«ic& i 
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where words do not endure an exchange with other words. The 
word for instance, cannot be exchanged with one of it s 
synonyms; for, the latter word has not got the two senses of a 
* horse^ and ^ salt / which the former has got. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the sentences <&c. convey two senses, each, one 

applicable to a particular king named Vibhakara and the other to 
the Sun. 

The words &c. bear only one general signification of 
‘ rise ^ &c. They are here said to convey two particular senses, 
each, inasmuch as they may each be taken here ( literally ) as the 
physical rise ( of the Sun or ( metaphorically ) as the prosf^rity 
of the king. 

C 0 

The second sense cannot be said to be suggested by the s0n- 
tence; for, such circumstances as ‘ association,^ ‘context,' &c, being 
absent, the power of denotation ( of the coords ) i^not here 

restricted, Renccj both ( the senses, that applicable to ) the 8un 
and ( that applicable to ) the ( particular ) king ( Yibhakara ) 
ako, are ( here ) expressed. Suggestion is possible only when we 
can determine that one sense relates to the matter in hand, and 
the other to wh2it is not the matter in hand. It is impossible 
here, because such a deteriniijation is here absent. 

The word only does not endure an exchange Nvith another 

word, and is, therefore, an example of The words &c. 

enduring an exchange with other words are, however, many, and therefor^ 
the verse is given as an example of Some, however, hold 

too, as exemplifying by taking ff »Tf^ to denote customarily the 

‘sun^ and etymologically the ‘ king ( one who elevates his country by good 
Government ),' and in this way holding it as enduring an exchange with 
such other words as &c. 

9. A SPEECH OF BREVITY 

( KARIKA XL Continued ) 

The description of another thing by paronomastic 
adjectives is ( termed ) a Speech of Brevity. 
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^ Another’ means ^ a thing which is not the matter in hand.’ 
^ Paronomastic ’ means ^yielding many senses/ each. Thus, when a 
sentence descrihiny (a thing which is) the subject under descriptionf 
suggests (another) thing which is not the suhfect under description^ in 
virtue of paronomastic attributes (only ), hut not of a paronomastic 
9 ,ubject alsoyit is [termed) a Speech of Brevity y because it states two 
things briefly. The is here suggested, not expressed, because, 

the power of expression of the words in the verso is restricted to 
the iTfirl by the context. The word ^ only^ in Pradipa’s definition 
excludes W'sr where the subject also is paronomastic. 

In 3ET»Tr^[f%, the behaviour ( ) of what is not the matter 
in hand is attributed to the behaviour of what is the matter in 
hand. In the nature (^q) of the object not under descrip- 
tion is attributed to the nature of the object under description. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Hercy the word expressive of which is 

the subject of the verse, alone does not express ( a 

second sense, i. e. ) the sense of — a sense connected 

with the thing which is not the matter in hand. The words 

qq qfj^q^ &c. expressive of the attributes of the subject, 
however, convey two senses, each— one relating to the ‘ king ’ 
who is the matter in hand, and the ether relating to the ^lover’ 

who is not the matter in hand. It should be noted, however, that 

here the adjective alone is paronomastic. The other adjec- 
tive, i. e. is simply common ( to the king and the lover ) . 

1 

The adjectives need not he necessarily paronomastic. They may ( 1 ) 


1 I i ssr ?rr>?R»rr^»r?- 

^ 'i^rRjriq- 
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simply express attributes which are commoa to the JT|r^T and the arqffr?, 
or, they may simply ( 2 ) imply Comparison. 

( 1 ) is instanced in &c., where the attributes al- 

though not paronouiastic, are common, i, e. are equally applicable, to the 

and the 

( 2 ) is instanced in f??Tir>Tr &c. Here, the adjectives f??fiT>Tr &o. 
express attributes of the ?TfR^f, when the compounds are solved as 
&c.. When the compounds are, however, solved as ^?rT* 
the adjectives become applicable to a ‘ creeper,’ Thus, the 
accoiirit of a* creeper' is suggested in virtue of adjectives implying com- 
parison. 

c 

Here, 'some men say.* ‘‘ the word in TClrre means simply ‘another 
thing;’ whether that thing is the matter in hand or not is not the point. 
Thus, ?r?rRffr% occurs even when the matter in hand is suggested in virtue 
of adjectives expressive of attributes of what is not the matter in hand. 
For, from this variety also, a peculiar beauty is apprehended, and besides, 
this variety cannot be included under any other figure. ” ‘ These men are 
not right*, we reply — ‘for, this variety is the province of a distinct fi* 
gure named instanced in For the meaning of 

the word occuring in the figure 8TiT^|fTST^^r ( vide page 53), 

vide Notes, lofra. 

10. ILrjUSTEATI0N(f^T?&5rT) 

( HARIKA Xl. CONTINUED ) 

When an impossible connection of things implies 
a comparison, it is ( termed ) Illustration. 

When a connection between two things ( which are either 
(A) two senses of sentences or (B) two senses of words ), which is 
impossible, ( i. e. which can not be conceived by simply reading or 


^si5t i Pr. 



bearing a verse ), terminates in the implication of a comparison 
(between these two things), it is one kind of Illustration. 

* Illustration ^ ( means ) ^ citing of an instance f This kind of Illus- 
tration has further two varieties *when the sentences are ( 1 ) 
different or ( 2 ) not different. 

• The first variety ( A ) (1) is instanced in &c. 

Here, the connection between the ‘ description of the Solar 
race by means of my feeble intellect^ and the ^crossing of the ocean 
by means of a raft^— which are the meanings of the two'senten- 

ces here-^is impossible. (This imimssibilltij ) tcvminates in (the 
hnplic^tion of) a comparison, namely, that Hhe description of the Solar 
race by my intellect^ is as (impossible as ) Hhe crossing of the ocean 
by a rafV ® 

Thus, we must suppose a comparison in order to account for 
the identity between and that is apprehended 

from the verse. Thus, the Illustration is implied ( srr^ ). 

In &c., the Illustration is expressed («[rf«fr). This is no 

for, there the thing compared and that compared to, which 
are to be identified, are well-known. Besides, there, identity is appre- 
hended as based upon resemblance j whilst, here, resemblance is supposed 
in order to account for the identity that is apprehended. In the present 
figure, we have not the apprehension of the sense of the verse apart 
from the intimation of the relation of resemblance. Whilst, in wo 

apprehend the relation of resemblance in virtue of the sense of the sen- 
tence that is apprehended. Others, however, say that in f?(5=ar» the two 
sentences are independent of each other, but that, here, they are 
dependent. 

The second variety ( A ) (2) is instanced in Tf 211 % &c. 

Here, ( the impossibility of the Eaivata Mountain hearing the 
loveliness of the elephant )— for, how can one thing bear the loveliness 
of another f-^terminates in (implying) a comparison, ( namly, that the 
Eaivata Mountain bears) a loveliness similar to that (borne by the 

elephant). 



Piadipa has gireu oue distinction betnrssa this examplo and the 

fomet(i. e. &c). Another diatinction is that in the 

first, the ^qr»TR, i. e. the crossing of the ocean by a raft, is 
obscure • whilst, in the second, the ^*T<?r»T, i. e. the loveliness of the 
elephant, is well-known. 

Others say that this is an example of qrf on the ground that 

here there is apprehension of identity between ‘ loveliness ’ which is an 
attribute of the i. e. the elephant, and ‘loveliness’ which is an 

attribute of the i. e. the Raiwata Mount. They further distinguish 
this , example from the previous example (gf &c.) on the ground that 
in^w?M &c., comparison is implied by the sense of the sentence jwhilst, 
here, by the sense of a word simply. But these men are wrong; for, here 

ft 

also, Comparison is implied not by the sense of the word simply, 
but by the fconse of the sentence— ^ the mountain’s bearing that loyeli- 


It should he noted that a Garland of Illustrations is aho pos- 
sible', as instanced in &c. 

Here, the 'has got many — 

&c. 


( KARIKA XII. Continued ) 

Intimation of a connection between ( a thing ) itself 
and its cause by an action itself is another ( Illustration ). 

When a connection ( i. e. that of cause and effect ) between a 
thing itself (i. e. an effect ) and its cause, is intimated by means of 
* an action^ itself ( belonging to that thing ) , that is another {kind 
oj) Illustration, 

This kind is instanced in &c. 
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Mere, the ccmneetlon ( i. e. that of cause and effect ) between 
the effect, i. e. ‘the act of falling', which is expressed by the verb 

and {the cause) i. e. ‘ the obtainment of an elevated position hy 
a wolpihless man\ U intimaUd by the act of ^fallimj/ which is ex- 
pressed by the verb 

The obtainment of an elevated position by a worthless man' 

is the cause of his ^fall' as the obtainment of a high situation by a 
stony particle is the cause of its fall. Thus, inasmuch as we get 
an illustration ( i. e. that ) of a stony particle, the figure is 
Illustration. 

Iljie word qrq in excludes intimation of the connection 

by mere words ; for, in the example, it is the action of falling 
itself that is said to intimate the relation of cause and effect. Thus, 
inasmuch as the connection is intimated by an action and not by 
mere words, this kind of is under a possible con- 

nection of things. The connection is possible inasmuch as the 
stony particle by its own example is capable of intimating the 
fact that the obtainment of an elevated post by a worthless man 
is the cause of his fall. Thus, this kind is distinguished from 
the first kind where there is Illustration under >an impossible 
connection of things. 

Appay<\ Dixit says that this kind of is possible oven when 

the connection between any two objects, not connected with each other as 
cause and elfect, is intimated by an action of one of them. Thusy 
&c. is an example of this h^iire ; for, in this verse, 
by its own example intimates to the house-holders the fact that they 
should hospitably receive good men, coming to their houses as guests, 

11. INDIEECT DESCniPTION («ra^prs(4r9r) 

( KAU1K.A XII. Continued ) 

Description of what is not the matter in hand, leading 
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to the implication of the matter in hand, is ( termed ) 
nothing but Indirect Eescription. 

When the matter in hand is implied hy the description of what 
is not the matter in hand, it is 

The adjective prevents the definition from extend- 

ing to ^*Tru7i%f where it is the matter in hand that leads to the 
implication of what is not the matter in hand. Thus, the 
distinction between and is, that in the 

former, what is not the matter in hand implies the matter in hand, 
whilst, in the latter, the matter in hand implies what is not the 
matter in hand. 

The' author now divides 

(KARIKA XIII.) 

It is five-fold : when the matters in hand are ( 1 ) 
an effect ( 2 ) a cause ( 3 ) the general ( 4 ) the particular 
and ( 5 ) a similar thing, and the descriptions are of what are 
different from these, or of a similar, thing. 

'These’ mean tho first four things mentioned above. ^What 
are different from these ^ (mean) a cause &c.; i. e. a cause, an effect, 
the particular, and the general. 

Thus, the figure occurs when ( 1 ) an effect from a cause, or 
(2 ) a cause from an effect, or ( 3 ) the general from the parti- 
cular, or ( 4 ) the particular from the general, or ( 5 ) a thing similar 
from what resembles it, is understood, each of the former 
being the matter in hand, and each of the latter not sov 

Examples (follow) in order 

The description of a cause when an effect is in question ( 1 ) 
' is instanced in qmf: r% &c. 

Here, the causes his wif e^s delight at the prospect of his 



death— *^3 mentioned, when the efect-^^hat ? hast thou Ohct/nddined 
thy journey-^i$ ashed. 

Here, f% signifies a question, not a cause. Thus, a cause is 
not the matter in hand here ; is useless. 

^his is not the figure ; for, although here there is infennoe 
of a question from an answer, still, the beauty does not consist in such 
an inference, but in the fact that the prevention of his departure which 
is implied by the prospect of his death prominently brings out the deep 
affection which the husband entertains for his wife. 

The description of an effect when a cause is in question (2) 
is insybanced in &c. 

. Here, the e^ecU*the speech of the parrot released by A traveller^- 

is mentioned, when the cause^your enemies have fled suddenly, Icatn* 
i^ig that you are ready to march^is in question. The cause is sug- 
gested by the effect that is described. This is no Suggestive 
Poetry for, here the expressed meaning is more beautiful than 
the suggested one. 

The description of the particular when the general is in ques- 
tion ( 3 ) is instanced in &c.^ 

'U 

Here, the jparticular^^the improper attachment of a particular 
fool— iV spoken of, when the generah^that the attachments of fooh are 
hrtproper-^is in question. 

The description of the general when the particular is in ques- 
tion (4s) is instanced in &c. 

Here, the general — ‘the eulogy of those who destroy their 
enemies^— u* spoken of, when the particular — the eulogy of Sh^lwa 
expfessed in the form : — if you will remove the grief of the wives 
of the Demon Naraka by killing Krishna, you alone ( in the toorld) 
will deserve praise^is in question. 

Description of a similar thing, when what resembles it, is in 
question (5), has three suh- varieties (a) when aim, i. e. the fact 



that the siil^* 0 ct and its attributes are expressed by paronomastic 
words, is the cause, why one {similar) thing suggests another, resemhling 
itiOr(h) when a i. e. the fact that only the attributes of 

the subject are expressed by paronomastic words, {is that cause)’, 
or(c) when mere resemblance, even though there is no parono- 
masia ( is that cause ). 


The words and in the Vritti mean, respectively, parono- 

mastic words expressive of the subject as well as of attributes, and 
paronomastic words expressive of attributes only. They do not mean 
the figure‘|y^ and the figure 9*rr#r% ; for, in the former figure, both 
the senses are either in question or not in question ; and in the latter, 
the behaviour of what is not the matter in hand is attributed to the 
matter in hand j whilst, in these divisions of the matter in 

band is suggested by what is not the matter in hand. 

Examples in order • 

The first sub- variety (5 ) ( a ) is instanced in &c. 

Here, in consequence of the paronomastic nature of the 
subject and of the attributes &c., the account of 

a ' good man^— who is the matter in hand and who is 
similar to Vishnu— is undersVood, This is not ; for, here, the 
customary sense, i. e. ftsw, of overpowers its etymological 

sense, i. e. a ' good man\ Thus, Vishnu— the matter not in hand- 
being the customary sense of is first apprehended . Then 

the account of a 'good man’— the matter in hand, and the etymolo- 
gical sense of is obtained by implication itself. 


If it be said the etymological sense assisted by the context is 

as powerful as the customary sense, and thus expresses,^ not 

implies, a ‘ good man,’ Thus , inasmuch as there is no implication, this 
is but not We reply -.—No, for, although here both 

,tbe senses may be looked upon as expressed, still, the customary sense, 
even though it is is first apprehended j the etymological sense, 

being dependent upon the context, is apprehended afterwards. Thus 
there is not here. 



‘ Eeally speaking, the poet here principally intends to 
impart knowledge of the matter in hand by describing what 
is not the matter in hand. ^ is subordinate, inasmuch as it 
simply helps the fulfilment of this intention. This being the 
case, the figure should be termed after what is principal, i. e. 
not after what is subordinate, i. e. 

The second sub- variety ( 5 ) ( b ) is instanced in ^fff &o. 
Here, the subject * moon ^ is not paronomastic ; only the attri- 
butes are so. In virtue of. these pai^onomastic attributes, the 
account of a rich and a poor man is implied. 

The third sub variety (5) (c) is instanced in HfW &o. 

^ Here a * bad lord squandering his ill-gotten wealth' is in 
question ; * the ocean salting the water gathered from the rivers 
and thus resembling that lord ' is, however, described, 

and are here said to resemble each other,' because 
they possess a common property consisting in the fact that 
both the things are expressed by one and the same word 

Thus, here a ' bad lord' is implied in virtue of simple resem- 
blance between him and the ^ocean', although there is no parono- 
masia. 

This sub-variety is again instanced by Pradipa in 

Here, a warning to a poet in the company of a bad king is 
conveyed through the description of a woman associated with 
a bad husband. 

• 

This third sub- variety, sometimeSf occurs^ only when the suggest • 
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ed is the matter iahand—iW not superimposed upon 

the expressed sense as instanced in &c. 

Hercj the fact— that the prosperity of a bad and fierce master 
is better than his adversity^ for^ in the latter state he becomes 
more fierce^— 'is the matter in hand. This fact is here suggested 
by the description of the 'ocean^ through mere resemblance. 
Here^ all the adjectives mentioned in the verse are applicable to 
the ocean as well as to a bad master. Thus, the superimposition 
of a ^ b%d lord'— the suggested sense— upon the ^ocean'— the ex- 
preiSsft sense— is not necessary j for, the verse is intelligible even 
without it. 

Here) t^e suggested sense is subordinate, and therefore this is no 
Suggestive Poetry. The ^ocean* is not the matter in hand and therefore 
its disoription is quite irrelevant here. This description, in order to make 
itself relevant, forcibly brings in the suggested sense. Thus, the sugges- 
ted sense, inasmuch as it helps the expressed sense, is subordinate to 
it* Thus the verse is not an example of Suggestive Poetry. 

Sometimes ( this suh^variety occurs ) , only when the suggested 
%ense is superimposed (upon the expressed sense) ; as instanced in 
&C. 

Here, the dialogue of a traveller and the inanimate 
tree is impossible unless we superimpose upon the the 

expressed sense— the character intended, i. e. that of a low 
caste man disappointed at the rejection of his hospitality by a 
good man— which is the suggested sense. 

This is not Metaphor, for, there the superimpositiop is upon 
the matter in hand, here it is upon what is not the matter in hand. 
Kor il this consisting in the gnpTR ( i. e. a good and a bad 

man ) being expressed by the same words as the (i. e. and 

, qc )j for, in the objects superimposed (i. e. and q?) 

being promineht, an address to them would be impossible. 


Sometimes {this sub^variety occurs), when the suggested^ sense 
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is partially superimposed on the expressed sense ; as instanced in 
&c. 

Here, ?[?T?Trr^*T*ir€T ( reversion of the tongue) {hollowness 

of the trunh ) and ( rut ) are ( really ) no causes why the hee^the 
expressed sense— s/tow/d not serve ( the elephant ), although they 
ought to be stated by the poet as such. 


But when we superimpose the characters of a ' repulsive 
master ^ and a ' devoted servant / upon the ^elephant ^ and* ihe 
'bee^ then /^inconsistency of speech) 

( poverty ) and ;rf ( arrogance ) become fit causes why the bee 
( by which a * devoted servant^ is to be understood ) should not 
fierce the elephant ( by which a ^repulsive master ’ is t3 be under- 
stood ). Thus, superimposition is necessary in order to render 
these adjectives intelligible. 


^ The incessant movements of the elephanVs ears ^ are, however, 
a (fit) cause why the bee should not serve the elephant. 
Hence, superimposition is not necessary in this case j 
for, the attribute is- intelligible without it. 

( rut ), on the contrary, is a cause why the hec should 
( and not why it should not ) serve ( the elephant ). But when we 
have recourse to the super imposition mentioned above, 
(arrogance ) becomes a fit cause why the bee ( i. e. the devoted 
servant ) should not serve the elephant ( i. e. the repulsive 
master). Hence, superimposition is necessary in this case. Thus, 
there is here superimposition in some parts and absence of 
superimposition in the other parts of the verse. 


Thus, the account of ‘the master^ and the ‘^servant^ is suggested 
by the description of the ^elephant* and the ‘bee,' in virtue of the • 
presence of parouomastic words ( in the verse ) which alone 
constitute the common prop3rty between the expressed sense 
and the suggested sense. 
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12. HYPEEBOLE 

(RARIKASXIV. &XV.) 

( 1 ) When a subject under discourse is ascertained 
as ( identical with another, being ) swallowed up (or alto- 
gether taken in ) by it; (2) when a subject under discourse 
is ( ascertained as something ) other (than ordinary ) ; ( 3 ) 
when there is a supposition under a condition introduced 
and ( 4 ) when the sequence of cause and effect is 
inverted, that should be understood as ( the figure ) 
Hyperbole. 

That^is one ( Icind of Ilyperhoh), when the is ascervain- 
ed as (^Identical with) the Qwintj) swalloived up (or complete- 

ly talmi in hy it ), i. e. not being expressed by a word different 
from that which expresses the ^qq[fr. Thus, this kind is based 
upon ui*4‘r 

Instanced in &c. 

Here, the face ^c, (of the heroine ) , obtained from the context, are 
ascertained as identical with a lotus By this ascertainment, the 
pre-eminent excellence of the face is brought out. 

Some say that the words qH in the toxt show that this 

variety occurs even when the identity of the qualifying attribute (^ ) 
with the qualified substance ( v:iqf ) is ascertained j as in 
Here, the word by means of means ‘ the 

possessor of a blue colour.’ Thus, a blue colour is identified with that which 
has a blue colour. So this variety occurs, also when the identity between 
a cause and an effect is ascertained; as in &c. Here, the, word 

rqqrf?!*? denotes ‘ the cause of fear ’ by means of 

This kind is again instanced by Pradipa in &c. 
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Here, the breasts &c. of a woman are apprehended as identi- 
cal with a jar &c. 


When a thing {holonging to one kind) is ascertained as 
( belonging to a ) different ( kind that is superior }, that is the 
sec07id(kind of Hy_perhole ). 

Instanced in &c. 

Here^ the beauty of a woman is ascertained as belonging to 
a superior kind of beauty. Thus, a distinction is here appi^hend- 
ed when there is really an identity ; and is thus distinguish- 
ed froju the first kind where an identity is apprehended when 
there is really a distinction. 

A mppositio7i, of course j of an impossible thing, under a condi- 
tion mirodnced by the luord or is the third {kind of 

a 

Hyperbole ) . The thing here is impossible, of course, because it 
is said here to be supposed. 

Instanced in Sue. 

Here, according to the’ likeness of the ^ face ^ to the 

'moon^ is not real but supposed. T^is supposition brings out 
prominently the excessive beauty of the ^ face\ According to 
3’?3rT?r, however, in the first half, the connection between the ^ full 
moon^ and ^ spotlessness,’ which does not really exist, is supposed 
to exist. In the latter half, the word shows that the relation 
of resemblance which really exists between nig and ^ is supposed 
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not to exist. Thus this kind has two varieties:-* ( Supposition 
of ) a connection when there is no connection, and (supposition 
of ) no connection when there is a connection. 

The fourth ( land ) is when the effect is mentioned before 
( the cause ), in order to bring out the speedy action of the 
cause. Inversion of the sequence of cause and effect is twofold 
The effect may be supposed (1) to precede the cause or (2) to co- 
exist with it. The first sub-variety (1) is instanced in f ^ &c. 

, . Here, the effect, i. e. the taking^ hold of Malati^s heart by Cu- 
pid, is mentioned before the cause, i. e. the entrance of the king 
into her heart. ( 

The second sub variety (2) may be instanced in such a Vftrse 
as &c. 

Here, both the cause, i. e. ^ seating himself on his father^s 
throne,^ and the effect, i. e. ^ conquest of the kingdoms of other 
kings^ are described as occurring simultaneously. 

13. THE PAEALLEL 

t 

(RARpdsxv.&m) 

When one common property stands twice in two 
sentences, that is ( termed) the Parallel. 

When a common property is expressed by (two) d/ifferent words, 
( for, Bepetition of a word ha^ be&n ( already, i. e. in the seventh 
Ullslsa ) declared to boa fault ), in the sentence expressive of the 

and in the sentence expressive of the that is > 

( so called ) because, it (literally) is ' that where the is afhing 
in the form of the sense of a sentence ^ or, more correctly, ' that 
where the common property is ( differently expressed ) in every 
, different sentence.^ 

^ Two ^ means not * two * only, but 'many,^ and ^ twice* means 
‘ many times.* The word in the K^rik^ excludes and 



the common properties standing as the type‘(^r^) 
and the prototype ( ) are necessarily two. 

The resemblance intended here is implied; thus the figure 
differs from instanced in >Tr/^ &c. where the 

resemblance is expressed ( by the word ^ ). 

This figure is of two kinds:— Single and Serial. Of thesoj 
Single jri'§5?r^|rtmr 

is instanced in^ff>Tr# &c. 

According to some^ this is an example, because the 
properties ‘ being treated like an ordinary won\an * and 

* fitness of being enjoyed ^ are identical. According to others, this- 
is an example, because one and the same property, i. e. 'unfitness * 
is expressed by different expressions JT5rr% and ^ The 
former view is not right, because the common property expressed 
by and is not the common property that is 

stated in the two sentences. Here, the figure is based upon simila* 
rity. It may also be based upon dissimilarity between the two 

sentences ; as instanced in &c. and &c.' 

Serial *should(al8o) b*e understood {as possible) j 

as instanced in &c. 

Here, the common property ' absence of wonderfulness ^ is ex- 
pressed by four different expressions hiv ?r?f: &o. in four 

different sentences. The last sentence here expresses the 
' the fortitude of good men ^ being the subject under discourse. 
The same ( i, e. ) should be understood ( as possible) elsewhere, 


1 ' i Pr. 
I Pr. 
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. e. in other figures aUoj as in instanced in f ?r &c. 

14. EXEMPLIFICATION (tort) 

( KARIKA XVI. Continued ) 

Exemplification again is the reflective representation 
of all these, 

\0f these* (means) ^of a common pro]jcrty/ (Hhe thing compared,* 
and Hhe thing compared to*). This is not.iT^Tr ; for, such words as 
&c.* are here absent. Nor is this ; for, here the rela- 

tion of the general and the particular does not exist. 

c- 

The term etymologically ( means ) ^ that in which the as~ 
ceriainment of the matter in hand is observed, i, e. made with ’ 
authority. In other words, it is that iia which the authoritativeness 
of the matter in hand is ascertained by means of induction from 
the example given in the verse. 

is two-fold— being founded upon Similarity or Contrast, 

The first kind is instanced in p 4&c. 

« 

Here, the common propertieb and although differ- 

ent, correspond to each other xn virtue of resemblance between the 
two sentences. 

Thus, this figure is not where the common 

properties are identical. 

Nor is this ^rr also ; for, there the common ‘ properties 
are not stated. Again, there the sentences are dependent upon 
' each other for their meanings ; here they are independent. 
Again, there resemblance is supposed in virtue of the impos- 
sibility of connection between the two sentences, whilst, here it is 
supposed in virtue of the correspondence of properties mentioned 
in the two sentences. 

This is pi^ under Similarity, 

1 7Tm-wrwsf \ San. 
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under Oontrast, however ^ is instanced in &c. 

Here, by reversing the contrast between the two sentences 
we get resemblance between them thus ^ warriors fled from 
the battle-field, when you simply wished to take hold of your 
sword, as particles of dust fly about when there is a whirlwind \ 

15. ILLUMINATOBC^ti^) 

(liiRIRA XVII ) 

I When the matter in hand and that which is not the 
matter in hand have got an attribute mentioned only once, 
or, II when a case-noun ( occurs only once ) in Connection 
with more than one verb, it is ( termed ) the Illuminator, 

When the property such as an * action ^ ^c. of the matter in hand 
and of what is not the matter in handy I, e, ( of course) of (the things 
becoming) the and the is employed only onccy that is one 

kind of ; ( so called ) because it ( literally ) is ‘ that which re* 
siding in one (sentence) connects itself with all the other sentences 
(of the verseYj just as a lamp standing in the house illumines the 
street also. The force of the word in the Vritti is that the 
property which resides in both the matter in hand and what is not 
the matter in hand, itself, becomes the common property between 
them. Thus, in virtue of that common property, they necessarily 
become the and the grT^Tf^T. 

Here, the comparison is suggested, such words as f ^ &c. expressing 
comparison being absent. Thus this is not The suggested com- 

parison is again here subordinate to the expressed sense ol the verse. 
Thus this is not Suggestive Poetry. This is again neither nor 

; for, the common property, although one, is mentioned hers only 
once, and besides, the sentences are not here two. ^ 
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The first variety is instanced in frT'Tt^TT &c. 

Here, the common property ^ cannot be touched ^ is an 
^ action^ and is mentioned only once. 'The breasts of noble 
women* are the and 'the wealth of misers &o.* are the 

In wr srrf^'^^r^ &c., the common property 'darkness* 
is a quality. 

When a case~noun occurs (only) once in connection with a 
plurjsklity^ of verbs, that is (the second* kind of) as instanced 
in &c. 

Here, a noun in tho nominative case and — a noun in 

the locative case are mentioned only once in connection with 
many verbs &c. 

No resemblance is apprehended in this kind which is thus 
distinct from the first where there is an apprehension of resem- 
blance. 

This very fact distinguishes this kind from where 

also there is an, apprehension of resemblance. 

Again, the condition required for the first kind, namely, that 
in it, certain things must be q-f ^ and certain others 3-W|rrT is 
here absent. All the actions here may be (1) or (2) or (3) 
some and others Thus, this kind has three varieties. 

The first is instanced in &c. Here, all the actions 

are The second may be instanced in &c. Here, 

all the actions are And the third may be instanced in 

9 

1 ?i?Rr i 
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( KARIKi XVIII. ) 

When each preceding object successively helps the 
succeeding one, it is (termed) the Serial Illuminator. 

The Vrifcti here is simple. 

This variety is instanced in &. 

Here, the ^ bow ^ obliges, the ^ arrows^ by enabling them to 
reach the ^ heads of the enemy’ ; the ' arrows’ also oblige' lihe 
enemy’s heads ’ by assisting them to reach the 'ground’ &c. 

One and the same action of being everywhere con- 
nected, it is called the Illuminator. ’ 

&c. are not separately defined, because they possess 
no other peculiarity than this, that one and the same is 

connected with many ^q'^Tfirrs. 

’Tft’yf'Tf'T-lff is, however, separately defined, because of the addi- 
tional peculiarity found in this figure, i. e. that here many things, 
helping each other, and in virtue of this mutual connection, 
forming a series, are described as connected with one attribute 
only. 

16. EQUAL PAIKING 

( KARIKi XVIIL Continued ) 

When the (common^ property of either only the matters 
in hand; or only what are not the matters in hand, 
is ( mentioned ) only once, it is (termed) Equal Pairing. 

The Yritti here is simple. 

The common property is either an ' action’ or a 'quality.’ In 
the common property of both the matter in hand and 
wTiaf. Tint, thft matter in hand is exDressed only once ; here. 
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of either the one or the other, not of both. Similarity is here 
implied as in It is, however, distinguished froms^ii^?^ 

by the fact that there strikingness lies in the superiority of the 
over the and notin the apprehension of resemblance 

as here. The word shows that the figure does not occur in 

the verses &c. and in Rgr &c. ; for, in the first of 

these, different properties are expressed as connected with dif- 
ferent objects, and in the second, one property is expressed many 
times. 

r <■ • 

The first variety is instanced in &c. 

Here, the property ^ announcement, is mentioned as the 
property of the ^face &c. (of a woman under separation) ^ which are 
here the matters in hand, and not as that of the ^ disease ^ which 
is the matter not in hand here. 

The 2ud variety is instanced inj^^gpr^t^ &c. 

Here, in the first half, the property ‘ contempt ^ suggested by 
the word is mentioned as that of the ‘lotus &c.^ only, which are 
not the matters in hand, they being the things to which the eyes 
of the woman are compared. In the same way, in the second half, 
only one properly ^ conquest ^ is mentioned as connected with 
‘ nectar &c.' only, which are not the matters in hand, the face 
being compared to them. &c., and &c. are 

apprehended as similar to each other, through the properties of 
* being contemned ^ and ^ being conquered,^ respectively. 

This is not an Imjilied Comparison , for, strikingness here does 
not lie in the apprehension of resemblance only, but in the connection 
of many things with one property also. 


K. P. II. 
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Jagannath observes that f(q^ does not deserve to be a ^figure distinct 
from For, the stiikingness due to the connection of one 

attribute with many things is the Scimo m both. It is true that a dis- 
tinction exists between the two figures, i. e. that in the things are 
both end wliil&t, they are either or 

Still, this distinction, being a minor one, is not sulfioient to make 

two distinct figures. For, if such a distinction be allowed 
to be sufficient fi)r justifying the distinction of one figiiie fioin another, 
the two divisions of would also have to be made two distinct 

figures ; for. in these divisions also, tlieie is a distinction, i. c. that in one, 
the things are puiely m the other, tliey are purely s^STfT^T* 

We should, therefore, admit one figine only, i. e. defining 

it as ‘\Uoimection of one attribute with many things’ and dividing it into 
the three kinds, viz. ( 1 ) when the things aie ( 2 ) wlientln^ aio 
and ( 3 ) when they are both and 

Again, a separate definition of is unnecessary, For, the 

definition given in the first lino of the Karika applies to both the divi- 
sions of A may also be looked upon as a Thus, 

which is the definition of the first is applicable to 

also. 

Again, the verse &C. is not a good example of 

the essence of and is a suggested lesemhlance. 

Heie, the various actions although connected with one 

are not yet intended to posscvss resemblance. Even though it bo per- 
sisted that there is, a resemblance among the various actions mentioned 
in the verse, still, inasmuch as all these actions aie purely the verse 

deserves to be an example of wheie all the things are al- 
lowed to he either qfTfi or It is true that Mammata does not ad- 
mit 1*8 a division of But, there is no reason 

why the principle on which qiqqr is distinguished from should 

not be accepted in admitting as distinct from 

But,* inasmuch as we have now made flqq? and Hc^^^^r^TrrTr, one qfr^qjfr* 
q^ should be made a sub-division of^Fq^TiRirir. I bus, should 

be divided into two kinds: — (1) where the v:ih is a and (2) 

where the vyq IS other than a Each of these two kinds should* 

again be sub-divided into the above-mentioned three kinds, i. e. ( a ) 
where the things are ( b ) where they are HSTfTd and ( c ) where they 
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If it be hold that no resemblance is required for division (1), then 
Mammatd^a example &c would do. If it, however, be 

held that resemblance is necessary for it, then the vers e &c. look- 

ed upon as containing the eulogy of a king should be regarded as 
an example of it. 

17. EXCELLENCE 

(KARllil XIX. ) 

The superiority over the thing compared to, of what 
is different from it, alone, is Excellence. 

* Of wflat is different from iff ( means ) ^of the thing compared^ 
The term etymologically ( means ) ‘ superiority due 

to the possession of superior attributes prominently brought 
out/ 


The word shows that is no example of 

this figure ; for, is not known to be an object to which the 
face is compared, but is an object to which the eyes are compared. 
Thus, is not an hero. The word shows that 

also, is no exampb; for, although there the excellence 
of the consisting in the fact that it is made the is 

suggested, still, there is no word there which brings out that 
excellence prominently. Such a word is, however, present in 
-ds for what is aaid by some one (i. e. Yamana ) 

“ should be defined as the ' superiority of the ^qqrqr over 

the or of the over the grqqiq.’ How, otherwise, can 

be instanced in ^c. ; where ( is described ) the 


1 ^ i ^ giraltjRftq 
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superiority of the ' the moon/ consisting in the fact that 

she waxes again even though she has waned, over the . 

^ youth^ — which when onc^ gone does not come back again 
it is not right, for^ the things that are contrasted here are not 
the ‘ moon^ and ‘ youth/ but their ^ declines.^ The 'decline^ of the 
moon is inferior inasmuch as it is again superseded by ^increase/ 
The 'decline’ of youth is however superior inasmuch as it is not 
again superseded by 'growth/ Thu.s’, here the superiority of the in^ 
stability of ^youW ( over that of the 'moon^ ) is what is intended 
( by the poet ). Hence, Vaman^^s statement that occurs 

( even ) when the is superior to the is meaningless. 

Some, however, say that the verse &c. is an example o£ that 

kind of Excellence where the falls short of the ilut they are 

not right. For, the Excellence intended m the verse is that ot the king 
whose giief indicates that he has ‘ sentiency ' and ^feeling’ — attri- 
butes not possessed by the Ashoka tree. ‘ Excellenco ’ here meang 
possession of an attribute favourable to the tense of the sentence that 
is the matter in hand ’ The ‘ state of separation from his biloved’ is 
^he matter in hand To this, the 'sentiency’ which renders ‘ grief 
under separation’ possible is favourable. Thus, Excellence must be recognised 
as a distinct figure; the strikingness is positive, not merely negative’ 
as held by the author of the Dhwani who says that what is striking hero 
is the absence of the figure Comparison. 

So also in the verse &c., dejection of Nala through self- 

disparagement is the matter in hand , which is contributed to, by ‘th® 
inferiority of the office of a messenger/ 

He now states all the divisions of this figure 
(KARIKAS XIX & XX ) 

In the mention of the ftwo) grounds ; in the three 
cases of ( the ) non-mention (of these) • when (the 
of ) resemblance is conveyed by a word or by ( its ) sense 
or when it is suggested ; «o many when the word is pare- 

vkArvida+i/n Thna finriPa fiicrhf 
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The grounds of Excellence are ( two) '.•^the ground of superior 
rlty residing in the and the ground of inferiority residing in 
the ^q'^rr^r. When both of these are me'^tioned, there is one variety 
and when any one of these ( i. e. either the first or the second ), or 
even) both are not mentioned, there are three varieties 
of Non'mention. These fovr varieties {occur), when the relation 
of the thing compared and the thing compared to is (directly) con' 
veyed by such words as &c.. in virtue of the power possessed by 
these words. Only four varieties mentioned ( above occur 
luhcn. that relation is conveyed ) in an indirect mode, i. e. by such 
words as &c. in virtue of the power possessed by the senses 
of these words ; and so many (/. c. four) only, (occur) when r^pemb~ 
lance is .suggested. Thus, we get twelve {varieties), {All) these 
varieties {*cccur) in {the presence of ) a paronomasia also, min 
the absence of a paronomasia. Thus, we get twenty-four varieties. 

Examples in order 

The first variety is instanced in BTi%»T(5r &c. 

Here, both the grounds of i. e. * great fortitude ^ 

belonging to the king — the — and ^ worthlessness ^belonging 

to an ordinary man — the ^q’^r^T-^are mentioned. The * absence of 
pride in the king^ constitutes the point of his superiority over an 
ordinary man. 

fn this very exaihple again, by leaving out the words and 
either successively or simultaneously, and by reading the 
second line as ^ 

and ^ respectively, the 

next three varieties ( are obtained ) . The same, i, e, three varieties 
should be understood in the^other ( varieties also of this figure, ) 
Here, the ivord being present, resemblance is expre)ssed. 

The fifth variety is instanced in 3?i%qi5r &c. 

Here, owing to {the employment of the affix) qn in the sense of 
ieseinblance is implied. The grounds of superiority and in- 
feriority are both mentioned. The next three varieties can be 
obtained in this examnle also, as in * the former, by reading the 
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second line as yp r%:, OT^f. 

4?i »T^ 5 »‘TR’i and ^Tir^!>S^»T#r7r%-, respectively. 

The nineth variety is instanced in &c. 

KerCy in the absence of the words fq- &c. and a?J!i &c., resemblance 
is but suggested by the expression * triumphs over the stained raoon.^ 
The grounds of superiority and inferiority, i. o. ^ Spotlessness ^ 
and ' Spottedness * are both mentioned. 

The next three varieties 6an be obtfyned in this example^ also, 
by reading the second line as Mf^rV 

respectively. 

If it be said that the eight divisions of ( both 

paronomastic and un*paronomastic ) are possible in a also; 

for, the words 5rq?cT, &c. which suggest 

also suggest Comparison ; we reply No, for, although 
these words suggest Comparison, yet inasmuch as they are quite 
necessary to bring out superiority, the examples in which these 
words occur should be withdrawn from the province of o^irjfqfj^r, 
and should be considered as those of only. 

In all these 12 varieties Paronomasia is absent. 

The 13th variety occuringina Paronomasia is instanced in 

&C. 

Here, resemblance is expressed (oYf mg to the employment of) 
the affix in the sense of fv. The grounds of superiority 
and inferiority, i. e. ^ extreme closeness of connection ' and ^ fra- 
gility ' are both mentioned, and the word meaning a ' quality * 
and a ^ fibre ^ is paronomastic. 

^The other threo varieties can be obtained in this example 
also, by reading the second line as m- 

^ JT , lespoctively. 

The 17th variety is instanced in 

Herej resemblance is implied owing to the employment of 

«v9 «/.» ■tliA ann^cijx n-f fTfJi r /I* « rnn ii*f\nn n/y^ ft ot/l /* 
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either an ^arfe' or a ^phase\ The grounds of superiority and -in- 
feriority, i. e. ^ disappearance of cR-srr ( phases Y and ^non-disap- 
pearance of (artsy are both mentioned. 

The next three varieties can be obtained in this example 
also, by reading the verse as I ^ 

im ^g^rrm: n, and 1 

!T 5 ^^‘■TrrvO*- II, respectively. In the first, the 

word gpT^ is paronomastic, in the second, and in 

the ffiircl, ( moaninf either it.T or ). 

Pradipa, however, says that the third variety ( wheise the 
grounds ‘of superiority and inferiority are omitted si- 
multaneously ) is impossible hero, because and 

being the grounds of superiority and inferiority here, if these 
are not mentioned. Paronomasia will be without a resting place; 
whilst, the varieties based on a paronomasia occur only when 
a word ( such as ) expressive of a property which be 

comes the ground of superiority or inferiority ( such as in 
<&c. ), or a word expressive of a thing possessed of 
such a property is paronomastic. Thus, according to him, s 
has only 23 varieties. ( But upon this, vide Udyota below ). 

Cl 

Serial is aho possible like Serial Bs varieties 

also should he understood similarly fi. e. in the abovementioned man- 
ner,'. One only we ntaij exemplify inm^^ in orde) to show the 
way in which others may occur. 

Here, is [used) in the sense Thus, resemblance is 

implied. The words ^c. are paronomastic. fr, &c. are 

the g’TH.Rrs. Here, the ground of inferiority is men- 
tioned ; the ground of superiority is not mentioned. 

The 21st variety is instanced in f &c. 

' Here, in the absence of such words as &c. and hfat <Sk5., resem- 
blance is but suggested. The word r h paronomastic; so also !?OT* 
The grounds of superiority & inferiority,!, e. * ^ and ' 

ilriWf,’ respectively, are both mentioned in the first half of the 
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verse 

The next three varieties can be obtained in this example also 
by reading the first line as Trf^rTJTffr. 

and respectively. 

IJpon this Udyota, however, remarks that in the paronomastio 
divisions of the word expressing the contrasting property 

itself should be paronomastic and not any word in the verse, as 
Mammata appears to think. Thus, in this way the three varieties 
in which both the grounds are simultaneously omitted are im 
possible.The three varieties are:*— Expressed, Implied, and Suggest 

ed. Thus, according to him, has 21 varieties only. Pr^h^ 

wrongly says that this very opinion is expressed by Pradipa in 
( page 73. line 9 ). 

This variety is also possible where, even in the absence of 
such words as &c., the resemblance is suggested by 

paronomastic adjectives; as in &c. 

Here, even though such words as ff (J’c. &c. ( ami 

^c.aho) are absent j still, resemblance is appreherdcd as suggested in 
virtue of Far onomastic adjectives such as 

Thus, other varieties also similar to these are possible, when two 
separate words capable of being substituted by one paronomastic 

a 

word are employed, one as an adjective to the and the other 

as an adjective to the ^T'TiJT. Fhey, too, should be understood in 
this very manner. Thus, for instance in &c., ^extreme 

sweetness^ is connected separately with the i. e. ^ the lips,’ 


l I i cre^ srr- 
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and the 3’T^Rrs, i. e. * nectar &c/ by two separate words and 

&c.; so also in the word capable of yielding 

the two senses of irR^rr^T and is substituted by two 

words rrq^ ( meaning qrqrqr i ) aitd ( meaning ). In 

all these examples, the form of excellence — ^this is superior to 
that ^ — is implied. It is however expressed in &c. 

18. PAEALEPSIS 


(RARIRASXX. &XXI.) 

The denial of what is ( really ) intended to be said^ 
with a view to intimate something in particular, is consi- 
dered Pa,ralepsis; ( and is ) two-fold: as pertaining to (!) 
wliat is about to be said and to ( 2 ) what has been said. 

The denialj i, o, the imiended denial of what is intended to he 
saidji,e.ofwhat, being the matter in hand, cannot he left unsaid, 
for the purpose of intimating something in particular, which is 
( in the case of what is about to be said ) impossibility of speah^ 
ing (further), or ( in the case of what lias been said ) ^ wellknown- 
ness \ Is ( termed ) Varalepsis) ( and it is ) of two (1) per- 

taining to what is about to h<; saui and (2) pertaining to lohathas 
been said. The denial being merely verbal implies that the thing 
which is pretended to be denied is really intended to be 
affirmed. 

Some say that the figure occurs even when something intended to 
be done is foregone ; as instanced in &c. Here, the foregoing 

of the act of description displays the indescribahleness of the object 
under description. 

Bxainples in order 

The first variety is instanced in q &c. 


1 ?ir liarfr ftffrr i a’T«r m 
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Here, the fact of 'the excessive misery of the heroine broug ht 
on by separations^*— which is really intended to be conveyed by 
the speaker who is the friend of the heroine— is suppressed 
by her, in order to suggest that she is unable to describe 
it in detail. The fact of 'excessive misery^, which is suppressed, is 
not told but is to be told, and therefore the figure is 

The second variety is instanced in &c. 

Here, the fact that ' moonlight and other such cool substan- 
ces torment the heroine *under separation^— which i^ really 
intended to be conveyed— is denied in order to suggest that the 
fact is wellknown . The fact of 'torment^ being already told, the 
figures is 

19. PECULIAR CAUSATION (iW^) 

( KAUIKA XXL Continued ) 

The manifestation of an effect, even though a cause 
is denied, is (termed) Peculiar Causation. 

According to the grammarians, an action alone is a cause. 
Hence the word in the Kariku, is used in its etymological 
sense of 'that by which anything is efiected,^ 1 . e. a 'cau8o\ Thus, 

( occurs ) whoUj even in the abs6)(;cc of an action which is a 

cause^ there is the manifestation of its effect, t^ut such a thing as 

&c. also may be a cause. Therefore, really speaking, 
should be defined as that where, although a cause ( that is well- 
known ) is absent, the effect is said to be present. The produc- 
tion of an effect without a cause is not inconsistent, for, the denial 
of a well known cause supposes that the effect is produced in vir- 
tue qf its peculiar nature or by some other cause (which is hidden). 

In 5T &e., there is inasmuch as the effect, 

i. e. * conquest has been represented as produced in the absence of its ^ 


1 i Pr. 
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cause, i, e, ‘ sharp weapons \ is subordinate there, not princi- 
pal. This figure is not , although there is apparent 

contradiction in the production of an effect without a cause, and its re- 
moval by the supposition of the presence of another obscure cause. For, in 
two equally powerful things are apprehended as opposing each 
other i whilst here, only the effect is apprehended as opposed by the ab- 
sence of the cause, but the absence of the cause is not apprehended as op- 
posed by the effect. For, here the effect is fancied and the absence of the 
cause is real. Now what is fancied is opposed by the real, but the real can 
not be opposed by what is fancied. 

'^The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, in the absence of the causes, ^ beating by the crefopers 
&c. the* effects, ^ pain &c.^ are produced owing to the state 
of separation of the Heroine. Here, although the pain produced 
from the obscure cause, i. e. ^separation,^ is different from that 
produced from the 'beating by the creepers,^ yet it is identified 
with it. This identification is at the bottom of this figure. It is 
of the nature of an in the present verse ; but, in the 

verse , it is of the nature of a 

In &c., the apparent contradiction involved in ‘red feet 

without lac’ is due to the redness of •the feet being natural. By ‘the absence 
of the cause’ is to be understood the presence of a counteracting 
agent also. Thus, the figure occurs m &c. also, inasmuch as 

the effect * burning ’ is there produced even m the presence of an 
umbrella ’ the counteracting agency. 

The term etymologically means ‘ that Vhich supposes 

another cause ( of course, obscure ) Thus, those men are wrong 
who say that the production of a cause from an effect is also 

f 

The figure is of two kinds:— •! where the obscure cause is not 


wriTwra?!! ^ t R. G. 
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mentioned and 2 where it is .mentioned. The first kind is instanced 
in &c. 

The second kind may be instanced in &o. Here, 

' youth ^ the obscure cause of ‘ tormenting ^ is mentioned. 

20. PECULIAR ALLEGATION 

( KARIKA XXII. ) 

The non-mention of the effect in the presence of en- 
tire causes is ( termed ) Peculiar Allegation. 

* (occurs) when even though all the (welUhnown ) causes 

are ( said to he) ^present, the e^ect is said to he absent. 

The plural of has no particular significance here. The 

representation of the absence of the effect in the presence of 
its cause implies that the absence of the effect is due to some 
cause that is hidden. Thus, there is no inconsistency. 

The term literally means * mention to intimate some 

thing in particular.’ 

The absence of the effect is said to be due to some cause ; 
now is three-fold : according as ( this ) cause is (a) not 

mentioned, (h) mentioned, and (c) inconceivable . 

Examples in order 

The first variety (a) is instanced in &c. 

Here, ^ the removal of drowsiness/ * the rising of^the Sun \ 
and other like causes ( that are well-known ) are present, and yet . 
the effect, ^ the loosening of ^her clasp ^ is represented as absent* 
This is due to ^the excess of her affection for her lover\ This cause, 
however, although cabable of being clearly mentioned, is not men- 
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tioned here. According to Chakravatti, the cause is * inability 
to move owing to the exhaustion caused by sexual intercourse.^ 

The second variety is mentioned in fV &c. 

Here, the cause, ' burning of the body ^ which is well-known, 
is present, and yet the effect, * the loss of power, ^ is absent. This is 
due to Cupid^s irresistible power. This cause is mentioned here. 

According to Bhaskara, Cupid resembles ^ camphor ^ only in 
the print of ^ being burnt, ^ and not in the point of ^ being power- 
ful' also. According to Pradipa, ho resembles ^ camphor ' in the 
point of ' powerfulness * itself ; ^ for', says he, ' when camphor is 
slightly burnt, it produces great fragrance, as described in the 
verse 

The third variety is instanced in &c. 

Here, ^the destruction of the body' is the well-known cause of 
' the loss of power '. That cause is present, and yet the effect is ab- 
sent. The cause of the absence of this effect cannot be clearly 
stated, and hence it is inconceivable. 

Although here the causa is not mentioned, as in the first 
varierty, yet this variety is distinguished from it by the fact that 
there the cause which is not mentioned is such that it can be 
known from -the context &c. ; whilst here it cannot be so known. 

21. RELATIVE ORDER 

( KaRIKa XXII. Continued ) 

An orderly connection of objects successively mention- 
ed is ( termed ) Relative Order. 

, When two or more sets of objects, mentioned in order, ' are 


1 w I Chakra. 
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connected with each other in the same order in which they are 
mentioned j it is 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the set of objects— and is connect- 

ed with another set of objects ^[7, and ^i%,-'and with the third 
set of objects— and — m the same order in which 

these sets are mentioned. 

Although this does not deserve to be called a figure^ inas- 
much as in it the element of poetic imagination that constitutes the 
very essence of a figure, is completely wanting ;'yet the respective 
connebtion of many objects in one verse constitutes a strikingness, 
and thus it is recognized as a figure. 

22. COUEOBORATION ( ) 


( KAR1K4 XXIII ) 

When a general or a particular is strengthened by its 
opposite, either under a resemblance or its opposite, that 
is ( termed ) Corroboration. 

When a general is corroborated by a particular^ or a particular 
by a general, either under a resemblance or a contrast, it is 

The term literally means ^ the adducing of an 

example to establish either a general or a particular proposition 
the truth of which appears to be improbable.^ 

This figure is distinguished from by the fact that there 
the strengthening is of the general by the general, and of the 
particular by the particular; from by the fact that 

the invariable concomitance between the and the is not 
directly expressed here ; and dlso by the fact that inference is here 
drawn by the hearer, and noc as in by the poet through the 
mouth . of another speaker ; and from by the fact that 
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there the relation of the general and the particular is absent. In 
srr%WT*Tr, according to it is resemblance that is in- 
tended j but here corroboration. In and ^r?<T, according 

to STHFj the particular is strengthened by the particular. 

Examples in order 

The first variety where a general is confirmed by a particular 
under a resemblance is instanced in H5rfi<sFrf?T &c. 

H^e, the general proposition stated in the first half of the 
verse is confirmed by the particular illustration of a ^man afflicted 
with bile.^ 

The second variety where the particular is confirmed by the 
general under a resemblance is instanced in &c. 

Here, the particular auspiciousness of the king is justified by 
his universal auspiciousness. 

The third variety where the general is corroborated by the 
particular under a contrast is instanced in &c. 

Here, the 'general — • that a competent man is appointed tu the 
responsible post &c.-~ is streijgtbened by the particular illustration 
of 'a bad bull.^ The contrast is simple. 

The fourth variety where the particular is justified by the 
general under a contrast is instanced m ^ dsc. 

Here, the particular misEortune oE Yudhishthira is streng- 
thened by the good fortune of friends in gene^’a!. 

Here, in the presence of the words ^ 5 , &c., the'corrobora- 

tion is Expressed, in their absence, it is Implied. , 


Jr: i Sftr. 



23. ANTITHESIS (f^^) 

( KARIKA XXIV. ) 

The representation ( of two things ) as incongruous, 
although there is no incongruity ( between them), is term- 
ed Antithesis. 

When (two things) are represented as if they are incongruous, 
even though there is really 7io incongruity between them , it is 
Infaob, occurs when two things known to occTipy 
two different places are represented as occupying one place ; 
or, when two things that are known to occupy one place are 
represented as occupying two different places. Although in- 
consistency is apprehended as soon as the general meaning of* 
the words is understood, stjjll, when we look to the fact that 
the words have a different purpart, the inconsistency disap- 
pears. Hence, this figure is also styled ^ Semblance of ff ^ 
The contradiction here must be such as can be explained, for, 
it is such a contradiction that constitutes a figure, contradic- 
tions of a different character being considered faulty. 

He now divides Antithesis 

* 

(KARIRA XXIV. & XXV.) 

A Universal incongi'uous with (the) four ("things) a 
Universal &o. ; a Quality with tliree ( things ) ; an Action 
with two, and a Substance with a Substance alone ; thus, 
they are ten. 

A Universal &c. ^ means a Universal, a Quality, an Action, 
and a Substance. With three, i. e. with a Quality, an Action, 
and a Substance ; with two, i. e. with an Action and a Substance. 
Although incongruity of a Quality with a Universal is possible, , 
still, inasmuch as it is included under the incongruity of a 
Universal with a Quality, only three varieties of the incongruity 
of a Quality are mentioned. Thus, the incongruity of a Universal 
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is four-fold ; of a Quality three-fold ; of an A.ction two fold ; and 
of a Substance, single. Thus, in all, there are ten varieties. 

Examples in order : — 

The first variety where a Universal is incongruous with 
a Universal is instanced in &c. 

Here, the Universal &c. are represented 

as opposed to the Universal This opposition is apparent 

only, for, &c., inasmuch as they tend to enhance the 

grief produced by separation, are only metaphorically said 
to be Here, the attribution of identity between 

and?T(%^frrf &c. is sub- ordinate. The poet wants to describe the 
sad conditi^'n of a woman under separation ; and therefore it is 
opposition, that is here striking, not identity. In ^ : 
&c, it is identity that is striking ; for, what the poet there intends to 
convey is that the face is possessed of all the attributes of the moon. 

The second variety where a Universal is incongruous with a 
Quality is instanced in &c. 

Here, the Univorsals &c. are represented as incongruous 
with the Qualities &c. This incongruity is explained by the 

fact that the poet wants to convey the idea of extreme nobility on 
the part of the individual under description. is not an 

example of this variety; for, is not a Universal ( the earth 

being single is but a Substance ) . From the rule of Patanjali that 
words denote only four things, viz. wrr%, and it follows 

that a is that which is not a Universal, an Action, or a Snb- 
stance. Thus, also is a Hence although &c. 

are sr^rr^fs, still, tins is an example of ■irrRrjIWi^rf^. If be taken 
as separate from jq &c., Mammata’s divisions of 
would be incomplete, inasmuch as he has not mentioned {hose 


1 5t5^Rt sf%: ’ 
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varieties where the is between 3T>Trv on the one hand, and 
^®r, or i%?ir on the other. This shows that it is not 
necessary to take the negative particle in this verse in the sense 
of ^ smallness ^ as is done by Udyola, Chakravarti and others. 
In this variety, words are used paronomastically. 

The third variety where a Universal is incongruous with an 
Action is instanced in &c. 

Here, the Universal is incongruous with the Actions 

of and This incongruity is removed when w^take 

these words in the senses of ^ redness ^ and ' greasiness caused by 
contact with blood \ 

^ As for those who say that here is incongruous with 

they are wrong ; for, according to this view, this 
would not be an example of ; since is not a 

but a W'T, and besides, even a cruel man being sometimes seen 
to be affectionate, is not invariably opposed to 

The fourth variety where a Universal is incongruous with a 
Substance is instanced in ^ &c. 

Here, the Substance andlbh^ Universal are opposed 

to each other. The opposition is explained by the fact that 
being a god may do anything, and may therefore assume in sport 
the body of a fish. is a Substance, because is 

and is regarded by the Vaisheshikas as a Substance. 

The fifth variety where a Quality is incongruous with a 
Quality is instanced in &c. 

Here, 'softness ^ and ' hardness ^ are opposed to each other. 
The opposition is to be removed as follows By your giving them 
wealth, they may give up domestic work, and thus their hands 
which were hitherto hard, may now become soft, 

The sixth variety where a Quality is incongruous with an 
Action is instanced in^«^4 &c. 
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Here, the Qualities of ^ softness^ and * hardness ^ are opposed 
to the Actions of * burning ’ and ^ delighting/ The opposition is 
to be removed by taking the words and in the senses of 
'pleasantness^ and ' unpleasantness \ and the word, in the 
sense of ' paining \ 

The same variety is again instanced by srCiT in : &c. 
Here, the actions and are opposed to the qualities 

and respectively. It has been shown already 

how and^’^Hr'srJl^^rHr^ are qualities. 

I’he seventh variety where a Quality is opposed to a Sub- 
stance is instanced in &c. 

Here, the Quality ' softness * is opposed to the Substance-" 
the mountain. The inconsistency is to be removed by taking 
in the sense of ' capable of being easily pierced owing to 
the prowess of Bhargava\ 

The eighth variety where an Action is opposed to a Sub- 
stance is instanced in &c. 

Here, the Actions of ' cooling ^ and ' heating ^ are opposed to 
each other. The opposition is tb bo removed by supposing the two 
actions to be the wonderful etfects of the ' state of separation^ pro- 
duced at different times. 

The ninth variety where an Action is opposed to a Substance 
is instanced in vr^ 

Here, the Action ' drinking ^ is opposed to the Substance 
STWPW, the subject of the verb ' drinking,^ and to the . Substance 
' ocean, ^ the object of the verb ' drinking.^ The inconsistency is 
removed by the fact that everything is possible in the case of 
Agastya owing to the greatness of his penance. Although, there 
being a plurality of oceans, is a Universal, and thus this 

verse does not, in this respect, deserve to be an example of 

still, the example may be shown to be appropriate by taking 
the various oceans as one reservoir of salt-water. 
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The tenth variety where a Substance is opposed to a Sub- 
stance is instanced in &c. 

Here, ,the two Substances ifiTf and are opposed to each 
other. The inconsistency is to be removed by taking in 

the sense of ' dark-lustred * only. 

24. DESCRIPTION OF NATURE ( ) 

( kIrIKA XXV. Continued ) 

The Description of Nature is the description of the 
peculiar actign or appearance of (an object such as ) a 
boy and the like. * 

{means) belonging to an object, and to that object only, i, e. 
peculiar to it. Thus, the description of a property, that is not 
peculiar, but common to others also, is not ^Hnfir^T. 

^ (means) color, and arrangement of limbs or posture. 

The action or appearance must be striking, i. e. such as is 
perceived by the poet alone. Hei/ce, such a verse as 
&c. is no example of this hgure. Another name of this figure 
is 5rrr%. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the peculiar posture and action of a horse are described 
by the poet, in such words as &c., and &c., respectively 

The description of a peculiar color is exemplified in &c., 
where the color of the moon is described by the poet. 


I Fr. 
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25. ARTFUL PRAISE (s^n^T^) 


( karika XXVL ) 

When in the beginning there is blame or praise, 
and the ultimate result is otherwise, it is (termed) Art- 
ful Praise. 

* Otherwise * means praise or blame. 

is of two kinds (1) when apparent blame ultimate- 
ly results in real praise and (2) when apparent praise ultimately 
results in real blame. In the first kind, the compound 
is to be solved and interpreted as praise hy means of 

an artificefi. e. by means of a pretended blame. And in the 
second kind, the compound is to be solved and interpreted as 
praise consisting in an artiftce, in other words, a 
pretended piaise. 

Examples in order 

The first variety is instanced in &c. 

Here, the apparent blame of the ‘king^ consists in representing 
him as denying shelter to tho^e ‘who seek it; whilst, the praise that 
is really intended is that he is wealthy, although so charitable. 

The second variety is instanced in | &c. 

c 

Here, the apparent praise of the ^ocean' consists in representing 
him as a very obliging person. The blame that is really intended 
is that he is unobliging, inasmuch as he does not satisfy the thirst 
of travellers. This is not ; for, here there is a 

particular strikingness, consisting in either blame or praise ; 
besides, it cannot fall under any of the five divisions 4nto 
which has been divided. 

26, A SPEECH WITH ‘ l^ITH * { 

(KARIKA XXVI. Continued) 

When a single (expression), by the force of the mean* 
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ing of 'with '.conveys two meanings, it is (termed) a 
Speech with ‘ With 

When a wordy conveying in virtue of the power of denota- 
tion possessed by it, a meaning connected with one thingy also con, 
veys a meaning cenneeted with both the thing Sy by the force of the 
meaning of ' with it is^r^f^. n? denotes 'conjunction of two 
actions, that are of one and the same sort, and are simultaneous 
in time', asin^ww Here, the word arriyri: signifies an 

act of coming, that is connected with both the father and the 
son. The idea conveyed is that of the father coming-i^t the 
same time as the son. The noun in the nominative case is 
principal, that in the instrumental case is subordinate. The 
connection, therefore, with the former is expressed, .with the 
latter, implied. In instanced in both the 

words and ai’o principal, and the connection with both 
is expressed. The figure is striking only when it is based upon 
a Hyperbole. Thus, &c. is no example of this figure. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, &c. are (^mler stood Jrom words iv hose con^ 

nection i8)€afpr eased y of however yare understood by the force 

of the meaning of the word The figure is based upon a complete 

identification between the of and the of 

The figure is possible in series also ; as in &c. 

27. A SPEECH WITH ' WITHOUT’ ( f^5iTr% ) 

( K iUIKA XXVII. ) 

When a thing, in the absence of another is not 
agreeable (or is) not otherwise, it is (termed) a Speech with 
' Without 


g4Nifi^, at? i »R«r w 
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' Not agreeable ^ means disagreeable ; 'not otherwise^ means 
not disagreeable, i, e. agreeable. Thus, occurs when one 
thing is represented as sometimes disagreeable, (or) sometimes 
aqreeaMe, in the absence of another, and is thus two-fold. 

Here, only the sense of the word is required. Hence any 
other word bearing that sense ( such as cr?ar &c. ) may do. 

Emmples in order 

The first variety is instanced in 3T^r% <Sic. 

Here, the 'Moon’&c.^ without the 'night &c.^ are apprehended 
as disagreeable. 

The second variety is instanced in &c. 

Here, the ' prince ^ without his ' wicked friend ^ and the ' deer- 
eyed lady ^ appears to advantage, inasmuch as without the former 
he is described as being pure-minded, and without the latter as 
expert in business. 

Although the ultimate meaning of the phrase ^ is 

' agreeable*, yet the expressing of the quality of agreeableness 
through the negation of that 'of disagreeable ness, is 'intended to 
import that the apparent disagreeableness or loss of beauty of 
the object under description, is the fault of the presence of another 
object, the former being indeed essentially fair. 

2S. THE BARTER 

( KARIK\ XXVII. Continued ) 

The Barter is the exchange of things for what ,are 
(a) equal or (b) unequal. 

1 ‘shnsf’ fra ‘ ai$r«T!ft 5T ’ ^?^nIraf4NrlI%ra^^?ra^rl^I^• 
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(Tke wo/d) qftf i% is (the designation of) the figure to be defin^, 
as known from the practice of ancient rhetoricians. Thus^ there is 
no room for a doubt as to whether is here the thing to be de- 
finedor the definition. The word gives us the two varieties 

of this figure. 

Two things are said to be ^ equal \ when both of them are fit 
to be received. When one of them, however, is fit to be received, 
and the other unfit, they are said to be ^ unequal’. The ^unequal' 
is either the 'lesser^ or the ^greater’. Thus, this variety is two-fold. 
The plural of is insignificant. According to Udydta, ex- 

change is (1) the receiving of one thing for another given, or (2) 
the giving of one thing for another received. The giver and the 
receiver must be different persons. Hence &c. is no 

example, the giver and the receiver being there identical. 
The exchange here is not real but fancied by the poet. Thus, 
«a[W ^ 0 . is no example. 

The first two varieties are instanced in &c. 

Heie, in the -first halfj one thing , viz. dancing, (is exchanged ) 
for another, its equal, viz. fragrance. In the second, the * eyes ^-^the 
greater ( are exchanged ) for a* multitude of miseries lesser. 

The exchange is fancied, since ‘ dancing of creepers \iB observed 
as owing to contact with the wind, and the ^ miseries of travel- 
lers' ais owing to the eight of creepers. 

The third variety is instanced in &c. 

Here, ^blows'-^/ie lesser ( are exchanged ) for 'earth'-i/ie greater, 

Mammata appears to admit both the meanings of given 

above, in conformity with the examples cited'by him. Thus, in 
the second example, for instance, he takes in the second 

sense. Hence his Vritti on this part of the verse is 
which means : giving the Tesser ( i. e. for the greater 

(i.e.f*) received, Pradipa, however, admits only the first 
meaning, and takes &c., as an example of 



^r^*T'F^*-»receiving the greater— for the lesser— given. 
The language of his comment on this part of the verse, however, 
is inconsistent with his meaning of and his order of 

examples. It would be more appropriate to write 
?[2ir I^RJT^T: for what he has 

written. 

Some hold that two things may be said to be 'equaP, even 
when both of them are unfit to be received ; as in 3Ti^tr*Tr?Jjr &c. 
Thus,^gj;iCording to these men, is not threefold but 

four-fold. 


29. THE VISION 

(KAMKA XXVIII.) 

When things past and future are represented as if 
they were present, it is ( termed ) the Vision. 

is a Lwandiva compound ( ) meaning 

* past and future\ Had it been , it would 

have meant ^ past things which are future^ — which involves an 
obvious contradiction. The figure is called >Tfl%5fr, because there is 
m it an intention of the poet ( to represent past or future things as 
perceptible to the senseB) . This is not the figure for, what is 

past or future is here mentioned as nothing but past or future. 
The employment of the past tense serves the purpose of bringing 
out the excellent beauty of the eyes, even though devoid of 
collyrium. Nor is this for, there the natural characteris- 

tic of an object is what is striking, here, it is the intention of 
the poet or of the speaker introduced by him that is striking. 
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Both the varieties are instanced in »r &c* 

Here, in the first ( half), the past fohjeet), viz. ^ collyriuin, ^ 
and in the second ( half ), the future { object ), viz. ‘ ornaments ' 
are ( represented as if they were) before our eyes. What 
is suggested here is : your body in virtue of its peculiar nature 
appears beautiful even without ‘collyrium^ and ^ ornaments’. These 
things are, therefore, useless^^ Here, actual words ( i. e. 

&c. ) are employed to show that the things, that are represented 
as if they were present, are really past or future, Sometimes, 
such words are not employed ; as in &c. 

^TJdyota says that this figure really comes under the third 
kind of Hyperbole, inasmuch as here a thing is represented as 
cconected with the present time, althougli it is hot really so 
connected. 

30. THE POETICAL REASON 

The Poetical Reason is (the statoiuoiit of) a reason in 
the form of the meaning (a) of a sentence or (b) of a word 
(c) or of words. 

Here, by making the necessary distinction, wo should under- 
stand the word alone as giving us the definition, and 
as giving us the divisions of The reason 

stated here is such as accounts for a fact, which, by itself, 
is unintelligible. 

The first variety ( a ) is instanced in srrj &c. 

Here, the fact— I never saluted you before— and the fact— 
I ^11 never salute you even in the future— constitute the reason 
for the sins committed. The two facts are expressed by two 
sentences. Thus, the reason is in the form of the sense of a 
sentence. Although ' non-l&alutation' itself is the and thus 

the relation of cause and effect does nob hold good between 
thenij still by ‘ ’ we should understand here ‘ Sin, ' and 
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' ' should by Indication mean ^ destruction \ Thus, ^ non- 

salutation ’ becomes the reason of the sins committed. 

The next two varieties may be instanced in this very example 
as follows ; — fhe fact oE ‘ non assumption of the body’ — which is 
expressed by one word only, viz. is the reason for ' non- 

salutation ’ in the future ; and the fact of ^ final release,* the 
result of salutation— which is expressed by two words 
—is the reason for ' non-assumption of the body in the future^ 

The third variety ( c ) is instanced in sfarft &c. 

Here, the fact of the ' discharge of the weapon’, expressed 
by the woids is the reason for the ^fall of the arm.’ 

Neither the words nor the words 

constitute a sentence; for, they are adjectives, and do 
not express a complote thought without the noun which they 
qualify. 

The second variety (b) is instanced in &c. 

Here, constitutes the reason for the 'great dark- 
ness of final emancipation’. being a com- 

pound, is but one word. 

Thus, in these ( tkTee examples), ^non^salutation in previous and 
future hirths\ ' discharge of the weapon^ and ' deprivation of the 
light of happiness^, constitute reasons of the above-mentioned oharac* 
tersfdr Hhe two sins^ for Hhe fall of the arm*, and for Hhe great dark* 
ness ( of final emancipation y, respectively. 

According to Pradipa, the distinction between and 

this figure is that in the former, the second statement is made 
independently of, i.e, as unconnected with the first statement, 
and is ultimately apprehended as the reason for ( corroborating ) 
the first statement. Whilst here, One statement is 'direotiiy 
mentioned as a reason for the other, by the employ ment ol a 
noun or pronoun in the ablative or any other case showing reason* 
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• Upon this Prabha observes that Pradipa's word 
if^TT is wrong ; for, in the example here given, a word showing 
reason is absent. Besides, if the reason be expressed by a word 
in the ablatJive case, then such verses as &o. and 
&c. would be examples of which they are not. Again, 

it is only a reason which is implied and not expressed by a 
word in the ablative case, that has been regarded by the ancients 
as pleasing, and as such has been admitted by them as consti* 
tuting Hence it is that in ^5: ( the first 

part of the first line ) there is no^fsqr^JT. Udyota regards the 
word as but a mis-reading. 

7 his figure is not sT5»Tr?T ; for, the ta is not here stated as 
invariably associated with the ^ri^«r, and as connected . with the 
as it is in According to others, in the poet 

composes his verse in such a manner, (i. e. by stating the J j as 
Possessed of and that his intention is that the 

reader should know from the peculiar structure of the veraei that 
an inference has been drawn by the poet himself. Whilst in 
the poets^ intention is that the inference should be 
drawn by the reader himself, and not simply known by him as 
drawn by the poet. 

According to ?T>Tr, is when a is implied 

words, directly or indirectly. A is an efficient cause— -a 

cause that produces something, as WW &o. produce a w?. 

is when a is mentioned. A is an indicatory 

reason— a mark— which enables us to infer something as a lamp 
enables us to see a sr" . is when a proposition is put 

1 I 5iw«iraL f seyr 
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forth to corroborate another proposition. In &c, for 

instance, the particular is not the of the general. Hence 

the verse is not an example of In the sense 

suggested through the force of the sense of the sentence or of 
a word or words, contributes to the expressed sense ; here, the 
sense of the sentence or of the word itself constitutes tho 
reason. 


31. PERIPIIRASIS 

(KAKIKA XXIX. ) 

The statement ( of a fact ) without the relation of the 
expressec^. and tlie expresser ( between that fact and the 
words which bring it out ) is ( termed ) Periphrasis, 

When a fad ( that is intended to be expressed ) is conveyed 
tliroiigh the power of Snggestion vdiich is d\^ event from the relation 
of the expressed and the expresser (i. e. from tne power of Denota- 
tion of the words ), it is (so called) because the [intend- 

cd ) fact is stated in a different manner. In other words, 
is when a fact which is intended to bo expressed is conveyed by 
words which do not express it,* but words which suggest it. 
This figure is distinguishod^’rom Suggestive Poetry by the fact 
that in the former, the expressed sense is identical with the 
suggested sense, whilst, in the latter, it is different from it; or, 
according to Udyota, by the fact that in the former, the sug- 
gested sense is quite plain and is not more striking than the 
expressed sense ; whilst, m the latter, it is not so. 

The figure is instanced in ^ &c. 

EerOf and the suggested and expressed 

senses of the verse, respectively, are ultimately identical with- 
each other. Ono and the same sense is, therefore, conveyed by the 
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verse through the power of Suggestion in the form : 

and through the power of Expression in the 
form : In other words, 

( sense ) aUhourih suggested, is yet 

expressed hy [the) words ( of the verse). Thus, udiat is erpres' 
sed is what is suggested. 

If it be said that the knowledge of a thing which is already 
known being useless, there is no need of one and the same sense 
being conveyed by means of the two powers of a word, i. e. the 
power of Expression and the power of Suggestion, we 
reply ‘.—True that one and the same sense is expressed 
and suggested by the verse, bid the form i)i udiieh that sense is 
suggested is not the same as th(d in which d is expressed. fThe thing 
may be the same and yet modes may bo different, as in the follow- 
ing example \-^When a ^ white walldng cow ’ is perceived, there is 
the determination that it is avdiite ivallcing cow. Thus, lohat one per- 
ceives, is what one determines, but one does not determine it in the 
manner in ivhich one perceives it) for, one perceives ( (t white walk- 
ing cow ) as ( a cow) undistinguished and unconnected ; whilst, one 
determines it to he ( a cow ) possessed of dUtinciion mul connection. 

and mentioned by Maminata m his Vritti hero 

mean and respectively. 

According to the Naiyayikas, in a an object is per- 

ceived as unconnected with such attributes class ( jfim), quality (jT^r), 
action ( ) &c. a jff, for instance, IS ]erceived as unconnected with 
&c. All the things, i. o the obj<*ct, 

are here perceived as independent of, and unconnected with, one another, 

In common language we may say that we perceive a ifr here, but we 
do not recognise to ourselves what that tj\ , tiiat is we do not know to 
which class of beasts it belongs, by which name it is called, whether it is 
white or black, walking or not &c. In fact, we perceive it as something 

xi I%t%5 ). 

lo » O'! tlia other hand, an object is perceived as 
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eoaneoted with such attributes as class^ quality &c, A iff » instance^ is 
perceived as connected with ^9^^ Ac. All the things, i. e. the ob- 
ject, perceived as connected with one another. 

In ordinary language we may say that here we perceive a ifr^and recognize 
it for what it is. In other words, we know that it belongs to the class of 
iffs, that it is white, that it is walking &c. 

According to the Bauddhas, in a IfTi^cRFqg^, an objeet is perceived as 
undistinguished, whilst, in a as distinguished, from others of 

a different class. For, instance, a is perceived in the former as not 
different from others that are not — ^ifr ; whilst, it is perceived in the latter 
as different from others that are not — iff* These two kinds of Perception, 
Indeterminate (rwfqsF^Tcff ) and Determinate ) are referred to 

here by Mammata under the words Perception ( ) and Determination 
«>Th6 dual shows that Mammata here combines 

the Naijayik and the Bnddhist view into one. 

Thus, just as the object of both the kinds of Perception is one and 
the same, and yet the modes of perceiving it are different — one Indetermi- 
nate, the other Determinate ; so the sense to bo conveyed in is 

one and the same, and yet the modes of conveying it are different — one 

of Expression and the other of Suggestion. 

« 

32. THE EXALTED 

(KARIKA XXIX Continued) 

(A description of) the prosperity of a thing is (term- 
ed ) the Eimlted. 

* Frosperity (of a thing) ^ means ^connection of that thing with 

1 

the plenty of anything\ It does not mean ^ abundance * of that 
thing itself. For, if it would mean that, the definition 'v^ould 
extend to such a verse as iff if &c. which is an instance of 
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According to Udyota, however, tho ICirikii moans: — (The des- 
cription of ) the abundance of ( such ) things ( as wealth, 
courage, generosity &c.) is ( termed the Exalted) . 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the houses of the learned are described as connected 
with the abundance of wealth in the form of pearls e'Lc. From 
this, the excessive prosperity of king Ehoja— the object under des- 
cription, is apprehended. 

(KARIKA XXIX. Coxi'ixuED ) 

^ Also tlie subordination ot the great ( is termed the 
Exalted ). 

Tltr sul) ordinal (0)1 ( of the great ), i. e. ilir rrprrsrnfation ( of 
the groat) as collalcml, of cowfsr^ to tiu: i^nhjed hi liaiidj is 
also (termed the Exalted). 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Hero, the great Rama is represented collaterally to the 
Dandaka forest — the matter under description, in order that the 
representation may bring out the great importance of that 
forest. 

If it be said Here, strikinguos.s is duo to- R.Una^s groat 
energy itself which is hero principal. No other point of strik- 
ingness exists in the verso. Thus, this docs not deserve to be 
called a figure, biTt Suggestive Poetry ; wo reply Heroic 

Flavour is not here {principal ) j hecaus*' it serves to glorify 
Rama who is here suhordinatrd { to the Daudatn for(\sl) . 

3:1 THE CONJUNCTION ) 

(KARIKA XXX.) 
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ing present, others ( are said to ) produce that (effect ), it 
is ( termed ) the Conjunction. 

When, one cause capable of producing the e-ffect in question be- 
ing present, other causes are ( represented to be ) present, 
it is 

The singular nurabcr of is insignificant here. 

In the causes are of unequal power ; the effect which 
is to be brought about by one cause, becomes simply easy through 
the accidental operation of another cause. Here, all the causes 
are equally powerful. They jointly operate in the production 
of the effe^^t, just as pigeons alight together upon a threshing- 
floor. The facilitation of the cflect is here absent. 

In^Kisqf^Tf, the causes only are intended; whether they are 
one or many, or whether one of them is principal and the others 
subordinate, is not the object under consideration. Here, whilst 
one cause able to produce an effect is engaged in its production, 
others only help it. 

The figure is instanced in pkr: &c. 

Here, the ( irresisiUdr ) arrows of Cupid, themselves, mahe tht 
^ state of separation ' m'^npporfahle ; over and above these^{ smdt 
causes as ) the ‘ lover's being at a- distanee arr mentioned a? 
doing the same. 

Rudrata has divided this figure into three kinds, i.e. Com 
bination (1) of good things, (2) of bad things, and (3) of gooc 
and bad things, and defined them separately. But, inasmuch a 
this very (figure, i. e. ) Oonjunetton holds good in all these kinds 
that IS, where the combination is of good things, wheie the comln 
nation is of had things, and luhere the combination is of good an 
bad things, we have not defined these separately. 

The first kind is instanced in &c. 
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family ^ capable of produciag the effects, i. o. ' pride ^ and the 
' absence of it/ other causes such as ^ a handsome figure &c. 
are mentioned. All these causes being good things ( since the 
things are nhturally agreeable ), the Oonjunefion here is of good 
things, 

Biitj in tho exaynple {first) mentioned, i. e. in &c., the 

Oonjnnction is of such had things as ^ tho arrows of Cupid &c.' 
These things are bad, because they cause pain to a ^ woman under 
separation ’ who is the subject*under discourse. 

The third kind is instanced in ^c. 

Here, tlie ^ moon dimmed ( t>y day )’ is alone siiflicient to be- 
com'e a sore ojffliction {to my heart) ; yet other sore ajjlietions { are 
mentioned). Thus, inasmuch as a^ wicked person Ms bad, and 
the ^ moon^ good, there os ( here ) a Conjunction of both good and 
had things. 

‘ This requires cousuloraiioii/ says Pradipa. ‘ Pui, just as in tho 
previous example ( viz. , the lovoi, altliouf^h naturally good, 

becomes bad iii virtue of his being at a distance, so heie also, tlie moon 
although naturally good, 1 ccomcs bad in viitue of his being dmimod by 
day. Thus, this verse also, like «&c., do'^orvos to be an example 

of and not of as said liy j\Iammata.’ 

Pradipa takes as a ff Compound ami intorpiets it as ‘Con- 

junction of good and bad things.’ Put this mtorpndation is wrong. For, 
firstly, if we accept it, the vor^c becomes open to the fault of rrf^cfdvr* 
( Dissimilarity of the associated ), inasmuch as it contains the asso- 
ciation of good and bad things which are opposed to each other. And 
secondly, according to this interpretation, the example, as Pradipa him 
self q^ys, becomes identical with the example &c. 

We should, therefore, take as a Compound 
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^ ^fTT- ) cand interpret it as * Conjimction of things that are 

both good and had/ N'ow^ the fault of vanishes ; for, 

each of the things combined in the verse being ])>th good and had — good 
by itself, and bad in a particular state, — the combination is ‘not unequal. 
The example also may bo shown to be ditferent from &c. 

1 

thus : — In &c., althongh a ‘ lover &c/ are naturally good things, 

still, they arc intended by the poet to appear as simply bad to the 
woman under sepaiation. Whdst, hero the ‘ muon &c, ’ are intended 
to appear as both good and bad — good in virtue of their beauty, 
and bad in virtue of their distressing the mind &c. 

Or thus In &c,, although one thing, i. e. the ‘ lover ’ is good 

naturally, but bad when lie is at a distance, still, all the other things men- 
tioned in the verso, i, o. Jff if or, qrr^&c. , are painful to the f/oraan 

under sepa'ration, even naturally. 

Thus, inasmuch as all the things in the vcise ( &c. ) except 

arebaljtho veise is nothing hut an example of But, 

here all the things are both good and bad— good naturally but bad in 
virtue of the attributes &c. ; therefore, this is an example of 

Everywhoie in the verse the such as &c. are 

good, and the such asij^f^r: tic, aio bad. This uniformity is, 

however, violated in wlicio the i. e, is bad, 

a 

hut the 1 . c. ^qr^o|- IS good. But, inasmuch as here also wo get a 

thing, i. e. that is both good and bad ( whether the is good 

or the good is hero insignilicant ), the whole verse is a 

good examplo of 

3 

Some, however, say that inasmuch as the verse contains the fault of 
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it is unfit to become au example of this figure. They, there- 
fore, regard the first three lines only of the verse as an example of 
if" IT. Udyota wishes to avoid the fault altogether by proposing to read 

for 

( KABIKA XXX. Continued ) 

That is another ( kind of Conjunction ) where Quali- 
ties and Actions are simnltaneous. 

The Compound^ nr%^r: may be solved, according to suiuo, as 
^ 1%^ ^ ^ = Tr'Ti%v, and then by 

^ = Here, the number of the things 

conjoined is not tho point. Honco the dual number of ir-r. and 
• 1 * 
is insignificant. Thus, tlioso men are not right who suppose that 

the dual number is significant as showing tliat tho things 
combined must bo two and two only. For, it is a 
general rule that tho number of the words that are 
compounded with others is always singular. Tho supposition, 
therefore, that the number of j-T and I'ifrur is dual here is far- 
fetched. Or, the Compound may be solved (according to Pradipa) 
as n'Ju: Here also, neither number nor 'liomogeneity of 

the simultaneous things is tho“ pc^int. Hence simultaneity of 
heterogeneous things ( or of homogeneous things moro than two ) 
is also included under tins figure. 

We thus get three Varieties here Simultaneity ( 1 ) of 
two (or many ) Qualities, ( d ) of two ( or many ) Actions, and 
( b ) of a Quality and an Action. Tho word ^Simultaneous^ 
distinguishes this figure from where the many Actions are 
not simultaneous, but successive. 
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Examples in order 

The Simultaneity o£ two Qualities ( 1 ) is instanced in 

fir?F(^rT &c. 

Here, the simultaneity is of two Qualities, i. e. brightness 
and darkness. 

The simultaneity of many Qualities is instanced in 
^r<f &c. 


The Simultaneity of two Actions is instanced in &c. 

Hero> the Simultaneity is of two Actions, i. e. arriving and 
becoming. ^ • 

The Simultaneity of many Actions is instanced in &c. 

The Simultaneity of a Quality and an Action is instanced in 

^ &c. 

Here, the Quality Hurbidity^ and the Action ^ falling^ 
aro simultaneous. . 

It should oiot he said, that (tJois Oonjunction is possible 
only ) when the abodes ( of the simultaneous things ) are different, 
'nor (should it hd said that it is pjossihle only) when 
the abode is one and the same for, (such verses as) 
and ^'e. are found, in the former of which, the 

Actions and are simultaneous, although their 

abode is One and the same, and in the latter, the Actions qfoft 
and are simultaneous, although their abodes 
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are different. All these varieties of Conj unction are as a rule 
founded upon a Hyperbole consisting in the inversion of the 
necessary sequence of cause and effect. Thus, Hyperbole is not 
the figure here, but Conjunction, Hyperbole being only subordi- 
nate to it. 

34. THE SEQUENCE ( ) 


( KARIKA XXXr. ) 

One (thing) in many (places) successively is ( termed ) 
the ^Sequence. 

, When a thing ( intended as ) ou< (J) is, or (2^ is*^ jiiado fo he, 
in many ( places ), in succession, that is 

The words ^ in succession ^ exclude and the second 

kind of in both of which there is Simultaneity. The word 

in the Vritti does not denote ^natural existence^ ; for, 
does not naturally exist on the throat of Siva; thus, if would 
mean ^ natural existence the verse &c. would not bo an 

example of So also does not denote ‘ artificial exist- 

ence \ These words mean here ',poii-mentiou and mention of 
a causal agency^ respectively. 

Examples in order : — 

The first variety (1) is instanced in &c. 

Here, which is really one, is said to reside in places 

that are several. No cause, however, as to why it resides in many 
places IS mentioned. Here, the unity of is real ; sometimes 

it may be due to a fancied identity ; as in 

Here also no cause as to why one thing, i. o. utt resides in 
two places, i. o. and is mentioned. Although [re- 
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siding in the lips, in the shape of ^ redness ' ) is really different from 
( residing in the heart, in the shape of ‘ love,' ) still, inasmuch 
as ( the tivo ) are ascertained as identical with each other, 
the unity ( intended in the Kdrilcd ) is not ( liere ) contradicted. 

The second variety ( 2 ) is instanced in &c. 

Here, one and the same ' heart ' is made to reside in two 
places, i. o. and The causal agency, i. e. ^ Cupid^ is 

mentioned. 

The verse &c. comuiontod upjii by Udyota, i«» found ia some 

books of tlie Kavyaprakasha. Many commentators such as MiVikya- 
Chandia and others regard it as an example of the first variety of 
inasmuch as in the first line of it, one thing, i. e. is said to reside 
in the two places and and in the second hue, one thing, 

i. e. 19 said to reside in the two places qr? and In this 

example, one thing resides in tw) })lacos ; in the next example 
&c., one thing resides in many places. This, according to Sankoba, is the 
distinction between the two oxunplos Tut Sudhasagai i and others 
regaid this verso as an interpolation, probably on the ground that this 
example is unnecessary and also on the ground that this does not become 
an example of since the word in the verso shows tliat 

is not intended by the poet. 

(KAllIKA XXXI. Continued) 

The reverse of that is another ( Sequence ). 

The reverse of the former is tho second kind of q^rq ; 
in other words, when many ( things ) ( 1 ) are, or ( 2 ) are made 
to he, in one ( place ), in succession, that is another q^Tiq. Here 
also the words ^ m succession ^ exclude , 

Examjjks in order : — 

The first variety ( 1 ) is instanced^in &c. 
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Here, the manifestation of nectar^ and ^ the announcement of 
poison^ are successively on the part of one and the same thing, i. e. 
^the words of the wicked.^ The causal agency is not mentioned, 

T he second variety ( 2 ) is instanced in &. 

Here, the ^house^ and the ^palace, ^ are successively made to 
belong to one and the same person, i. e. ^ this Br4hmin,^ 
The causal agency, i, e. ' days ^ is mentioned. 

Here ( i. e. in both the varieties of this figure ) , there is no 

I 

Barter, For, although in the first variety of this figure, the fact 
that one and the same thing should be abandoned by one person 
and raceived by another is intended as in Barter, still, the ad- 
ditional fact that one and the sam<^ ( person) should ahmdon ( one 
thing ) and receive ( another ), is not intended, as it is in Barter, 

Thus, for instance, in although the fact that 

should be abandoned by and received by is intended as in 
Barter, still, the additional fact that should abandon and 

receive something else, or that should receive ^ud abandon 

something else, is not intended as it is in Barter, 

Although is abandoned by still, something else is not 

received by him; so also although is received by still, some- 

thing else is not abandoned by him. 

Similarly, in the second variety of this figure, although the 
fact that one and the same person should abandon one thing and 
receive another is intended as in Barter, still, the additional fact 

that one and the same { thing ) should he abandoned ( hy one person ) 
and received ( hy another ) is not intended as it is in Barter. 

Thus, for instance, in although the fact that fjir should 

abandon and receive is intended as in Barter, still, the addi 

tional fact that ii? should be abandoned by ff W and received by 

tfi^f i D. V. 
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or that should be received by |%?if and abandoned by ' is not 
intended as it is in Barter. 

Although is abandoned by ff^, still it is not intended to be 
received by ; so also although is received by still it is 
not intended to be abandoned by 

In <TTc|rff, there is frjfrqr^fJT, and 

pfVfcjfwqRP aiso. In the first variety of q2|W, although there 

is still, there is no 

Similarly, in the second Variety of although there 

is ^rmqifiq, still, there is no 

This is the distinction between qjjpqf and qr?|f%. 

Pradipa, however, simply says 

This is not Barter, since ^abandoning^ and ' receiving’ ( al- 
though present) are not (yet ) intended here ( by the poet). 

35. INFERENCE (^rgm^r) 

(KAEIKA XXXL Continued) 

The statement of a (logical) Reason and a Conclusion 
is said to be Inference. 

is that which proves the existence of one thing upon another, 
as in the stock example q|^r is the sqfijq, because it 

proves the existence of on the mountain, ^\h■^ is that whose 

existence is to be proved by means of the As in the above ex- 
ample, ‘ fire ' is the because its existence is to be proved on the 

‘mountain’ by means of the ‘ smoke’, q^ is a q-ff, i, e. that which has 
the for its attribute, that is, that on which the existence of the^H-i^ 
is proved ; as ‘ mountain ’ is the q^, because on it the existeifbe of 
‘fire ’is proved. 

For a true Inference, the ought to be invariably accompanied by 
the As in the true inference q^rTf ^q— the is 

invariably accompanied by qi?f-the Hence the irjj is called the 

and the the sqrqqr. 
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The (logioalj Beason ( ) is a mark ]^bsse88ed of the three 
gualificatiom and . 

The mark must have (1) i. e. must be an attribute of the 

q^, i, e. must be connected with the q^. It must have (2) 
i. e. ^rq^fr^cq, i. e. must be found to exist in similar instances ^ 
i. e. in those instances where the is ascertained to exist. 
As ^ smoke ^ is ^q<^TfF^, because it is found to exist in such in- 
stances as a ^ kitchen-house &c/ where ' fire ^ is ascertained to 
exist. 

Again, the mark must have (3) sqRftt^cq, i. e. iqq^f^f^?q, i. e, 
must^ot be found to exist in dissimilar instances, i. e. in those 
instances where the is ascertained not to exist. As ' smoke’ 
is f^q^r|rf%, because it is not found to exist in such instances as a 
' lake &c. ^ where ^fire’ is ascertained not to exist. 

1 

The Oonclusion is a iwcossary connection of the {which 
invariahly accompanies the ), with the q^. 

A poetical representation of both the Reason and the Con- 
clusion, of the character described above, is Infereoice. 

The figure is instanced in^jIrcTf: *&c. 

Here, in the first half, the Reason, and in the second half, the 
Conclusion, are stated. The argument may be put in the follow" 
ing form : — 

The Conclusion 

These women (q^ ) have Cupid always running before them, 
furnished with a bent bow &c. ( ) 

The Reason -.—Because they direct arrows in the form of the 
movements of their eye-brows towards a young man. ( ^ 5 )— a 
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fact which is invariably accompanied by another fact, i. e. 
^ Cupid always running before them.’ ( sirfft ) 

If it be said : the Conclusion may also be stated first, as 
in &o, just as it is stated afterwards, in the present 

verse. Why has then Inference been treated generally instead 
1 

of being described particularly, i. e. as possessed of two kinds. 

2 « 

Besides, the reversed order of the Reason and the Conclusion 
should also be admitted ( as it has been admitted by Rudrata ) 
as a figure, as the reversed order of 'Cause and Effect has been 
recognized as a figure ( i. e. Hyperbole ). 

We reply that in Hyperbole where the order of cause and 
effect is reversed, there is a strikingness consisting in the ap* 
prehension of the instantaneous production of the effect by the 
cause, owing to the reversed position of cause and effect. 
There is no such strikmyness (Jiowever)^ in the inversion of the 
sequence of the B>ea son and the Oonclusion. Therefore^ Inference is 
not ( here specifically ) declared as (possessed ) of this hind. The 
termination rig;^of denotes an act, not an instrument, of 
inference. Thus, an inference, the result of an inferential process, 
is the figure here. 

When such words as &c. occur in a verse, Inference 

is Expressed ; these words intioiatc an inference, only when a Reason and 
Conclusion are stated. They intimate Poetical Probability, when 
simply the reason such as resemblance &c. is present, When such words 
as &o. occur, In'ierence is Indicated. When both the kinds of 
words are not expressed, and the inference is suggested by the statement 
of a Reason and a Conclusion, Inference is Suggested, 

36. THE SIGNIFICANT ( ) 

( KaRIKa XXXII. ) 

A description with significant epithets is ( termed ) 
the Significant. 

1 I i Pr. 
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• ^Significant^ moans ^suggestive/ The description is, of 
course^ of the subject. 


instanced in &c. 

Here, the epithets &c. suggest that the warriors are 

irresistible &c. 

If it be said : A ^ Non- Significant ’ word has been declared to 
be a fault, i. e. ; from this, it, of course, follows that an 

epithet must be significant. * Thus, the Significant is simply the 
absence of the fault ‘ \ and does not deserve to be a 

distinct figure. The traditionalists reply :-^Although^ a non- 
signi^cant epithet being declared to he a faidt, Us rejection leads to 
the, ( tacit) admission that an epithet must be signifcmt, stilJjthe 
employment of many ( significant ) epithets in connection with one 
and the same ( subject as m the present verse ), has a ( peculiar ) 
strihingness which is known to all, and is not simply the absence 
of a fault. Hcncey the Significant has been ranked in {the class of) 
figures. According to these men, tlie plural : is significant 

as showing that a plurality of significant epithets is reqiiried 
for this figure. 

On this Pradipa "The figu^e occurs even when only one 
significant epithet is employed ; as in &c. Absence of 

the fault ^ ’ IS possible not only when a significant epithet 

is employed, but evn when no epithet is employed. Thus, 
the fact that an epithet is not stj? does not neces- 
sarily imply that it is significant. Although in some cases, 
as in the present verse, absence of the fault and the 

presence of the figure may both be found together, still, the 
grounds why the fault is absent and the figure is present are 
distjnet. The fault is absent, because diminution of ( the ) pleasure 
(derived from a verse", which constitutes the very essence of a fault, 
is here absent. The figure is present, because it invests the verse 
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wjfch a. peculiar charm. The peculiar charm Or sfcrikingness of a 
significant epithet is experienced by all and cannot, therefore, be 
denied ; as in &c. 

a 

The author of Nidarshana says that up to this point, the 
K^vyaprakasha is composed by Mammata ; what follows after- 
wards is the composition of another man named Allata. 

37, THE DISSEMBLER (sgisfrf^ ) 

( RARIKi XXXII. Continued ) 

The artful concealment of the nature of an ol&ject, 
though diiScovered, is ( termed ) the Dissembler. 

When, the nature of an object luhlch, even though hidden, is dw 
covered somehoio or other, Is concealed under some ^pretence, that 

This is not for , resemblance between both the and 

the B^5T^<T, which is ^present in is here impossible. Although 

resemblance is present here, sbi}!, it is between and the ?tc!| 
of the Himalaya, which are bothsT^^^ here. 

If it be said : In there is the concealment of a 

thing that is first hidden and is afterwards discovered ; thus, inas- 
much as the circumstances only of a thing concealed are here 
different, is different from We reply that even 

in these cases ( where the circumstances are different ), there 

fit : I &c." I Pr. 
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will l)e nothing but if resemblance is possible in them, 

1 

as in &c. 

If it agfain be said that where resemblance is stated for the 
sake of concealment, there is 5?ir^rr% ; but where concealment is 
stated for the sake of resemblance, there is srqfffrt ; we reply 
that in both the cases, there is nothing but ; because in 

both, there is resemblance ; whether concealment is predominant 

s 

or subordinate is not the point. The same is the opinion of the 
followers of Udbhata and others. 

According to Udyota, in the affirmation of the 

is accompanied by the denial of the Here, nothing is 

denied, but something is made known as brought abo^ut by some 
other cause. 

The figure is instance d in &c. 

Here, horripilatioyi ( tremor ) manifest them- 

selves (.on the body of Siva ) as the Involuntary Indirjitions (of 
hi 8 love for Pdrvatl); their natures, however, are concealed by their 
being represented as proceeding from cold, .j 

t 

Pradipa remarks, however, that ffiOrripilation^ and 'tremour^ are 
not first hidden, so that they cannot be said to be afterwards dis- 
covered. Thus, the example would be inconsistent with the Vritti of 
Mammata explaining the definition of He, therefore, says 

that here the love for Parvati that was hidden is discovered by 
the Involuntary Indications of love, i. e. horripilation and tremor ; 
it is then concealed under the pretence that these Indications 
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proceed from cold. The word in Pradipa is a mis-read- 

ing for W 

38. SPECIAL MENTION ( ) < 

(Karika'xxxiii. ) 

When the mention of something, with or without a 
query, results in the exclusion of something else, similar 
to it, it is considered to be Special Mention. 

If it be said How can the mention of one thing result in 
the rejection of another ? It is replied that when a ijdng, 
although hnown from another means of proof, is yet made the subject 
of a special tcsscrtlon, it terminates in the exclusion of another thmg, 
similar to it, there being no other purpose njhich it can serve. 
Thus the mention of such a thing is 

The words give us the divisions of The 

(Special) Mention here is sometimes ( a ) seen to be preceded by a 
question, and sometimes ( b ) seen to be otherwise, i. e. not pre- 
ceded by a question. Thus, we get two divisions. Similarly, 
in both these places, the thing to be excluded is ( sometimes ) 1 Implied 
and ( sometimfs') 2 'Eixprcsml, Thus, we get four divisions. 

The word hterally means ^knowledge (^qiTr)'of ex- 

clusion ( ). 

Examples in order 

( a ) 1 is instanced in &c. 

Here, the fact that the banks of the Ganges should be re- 
sorted to, is well-known. It is made the subject of a speciaHas- 
sertion here, ior the purpose of intimating that the banks of 
other rivers should not be resorted to. ^The vicinity of another 
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river than the Ganges are thus the things to be excluded ; 
and they are here implied. 

{ a ) 2 is instanced in r% &c. 

Here, the things to be denied are ^ the jewel’s being an orna- 
ment &cr/ and they are here expressed. 

( b ) 1 is instanced in &c. 

Here, what are denied are^^ the crookedness residing in any 
other things than a woman^s hair 

(b) 2 is instanced in &c. 

Here, the things to bo denied are ‘ devotlon^s being enter- 
tained for wealth &c.’ 

The figure occurs, only when the exclusion of another is ima- 
gined by the poet. Thus, winch is an example 

of is not an example of this figure. 

1 . ^ ^ 

IS a kind ot'r^nT \\lncli, aceouhiig to tho Puiv.i Mimaiisakas, 
means ‘ Restriction to one in exclusion of tho other, ott of two tliiU'^s 
both of wtiieh are posssible * As tho 'seutonco, ‘ The livo-nmled ani- 
mals should ho eaten, * lays down *an injunction that a man 
should eat five-nailed animals only, in exclusion ot tliose that are not 
five-nailed, although by his natural appetite lie h impelled to the eating 
of both. 

13 another kind of which means ‘ liestnctioii to one iu 

exclusion of tlie other, out of two things either (T' whicli is possible. 
As the sentence lays down an injunction that a man should 

sacrifice iii an even pUce^ when either alternative, i. o, sacrificing in ati 
even^lace or saciificiiig in an odd j>lace was po^slhl0 to Inm. 

Inasmuch as, however, lu both tlioso kinds of fin-Jf, is 
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the same, the definition of the figure applies to both. Thus, 

regarded as identical in the Science of Rhetoric, 
in disregard of the minor distinctions of & ^riT'T^irnlr between 

them. 

The figure is, sometimes, found as based upon a Paronomasia 
also ; as in &c. which means: ' the mixture of 

( colors ) was to be found in paintings ( but the mixture of 
( castes ) was not to be found among the subjects &c. Y 

39. THE GAELAND OE CAUSES (^?:nTJll^r) 


(KARIKA XXXIV.) 

When each preceding object is ( spoken of as ) 'fhe 
cause of each succeeding object, it is ( termed ) the 
Garland of causes. 

The word in denotes ' repetition\ Thus, 

( means : ) each succeeding ( object ). 

The figu^^e occurs, also when something mentioned after- 
wards is successively spoken of as the cause of what precedes ; 

t- » 

as in &c. In although each preceding thing 

is the. cause of the succeeding, still, all the things are connected 
with one action. Here, they are not so connected. Thus the two 
figures are distinct. 

The figure is instanced in iVSiy-q?# &c. 

Here, &c. are successively spoken of as the causes 

of &c. The verse is not a good example of this figure ; for, 
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it is open to the fault of When it is learnt that 

is the cause of ff^^j an expectation arises that ft^^rtoo 
must be the cause of something else. Now, this expectation is no 
doubt fulfilled by what is said in the second line of the verse. But, 
inasmuch as it is there fulfilled indirectly, i.e. by saying 
instead of directly, i. e. by saying r%JT2ii 
uniformity is said to be violated here 

The fiijure {adle(^) ^ the Gaim^ which Udbhata has 
( defined ) as “that which occurs when a caiusc is icprcsentcd as iWeii - 
tical with an efiect ” has not been hen defined by us, although 
we are treating here of such figures as are based upon the rela- 
tion (\f cause and effect ; /or, this ) whose form is 
does not at all deserve to he ( recognised as) afiAgure, inasmuch as 
no ^particular ) beauty is ( apprehended ) from the emjiloyment of 
( a word denoting ) an effect to express a cause, as ( the employ- 
ment of the word to denote ) in the expression 

If it be said:-The verse &c. is an example of^the Cause.' 
Now, if this figure be not admitted, there would be no figure in 
this verse, and thus the verse would cease to be a poem, inas- 
much as it IS wanting in a figure. Jlut, this would-be inconsistent 
with the recognition of it as a poem by tlie ancient rhetoricians 
such as &c. V/e reply that thesoerse was declared 

( by them) to be a poem, in virtue of{ its possessing ) an AlUtora^ 
Hon of soft letters ( and of two other figures, i. e. and 

) only, and not because they thought that it contained the 

figure 

Thus, is hut ( another name of ) dself, which has 

been described before. 

.SarabodhiDi says, however, that a distinct beauty is apprehended 
from the verse &c, and tliat the opinion of Udbhata who 

admits ijw as a distinct figure, is thus right. 

1 Siir. 
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40. THE RECIPROCAL 


(KARIKA. XXXIV. Continued ) 

When two things produce each other through an act, 
it is ( termed ) the Reciprocal. 

The Vritti here is simple. 

The recipi’ocal relation of cause and effect is not possible 
between two things ; for, two things cannot exist be- 
fore and after themselves. Therefore, the words ' through an 
act ^ are employed. ^ Through an act ' means ^ through the pro- 
duction of identical acts."’ An object existing without beauty, 
is as though it does not exist. Thus, two objects are metaph2»ri- 
cally said to produce eacli other, when, really speaking, they pro- 
duce identical acts causing each other^s excellence. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the ^ lake ^ is the cause of the ^ swans possessed of a 
peculiar beauty,^ and the ^ swans * are the cause of the ^ lake 
possessed of a ^peculiar beauty.’ Thus, here, both ( the lahe and 
the swans &re s?iid to) profly.re‘ each other, through their ejecting 
theheightenmrnt of each other^s beauty. The strikiugness consists 
in the apprehension of the mutual obligation of two things 
through mutual act^. 

The tigure occurs even when two things oblige each other by mutual 
qualities, as in &c 

41. THE REPLY 

(KARIKA XXXV. & XXXVI.) 

The Reply is (a) when a question is inferred from the 
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mere hearing of an answer ; or ( b ) when, to a number 
of questions, a number of inoomprehensiblo answers 
is given. 

WheUy jrom the mere getting of cm answer y the preceding (mter- 
rogative) sentence is inferred, that is one (kind of ) Reply. 

The first kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, from the answer given in this sentence [i. e, verse), the 
speech of the purchaser to the effeck^^ I want elephants^ teeth and 
tiger-skins, sell them to mcf is inferred, 

the word in the Karikh means a ‘ preceding sentence * 
sinjply. Thus, although hero no question is inferred, the verse 
IS still regarded as an example of this figure ; or, we may suppose 
that what is here inferred is a question, namely, ‘ Have you got 
elephants’ teeth and tiger* skins ? ’ 

This is not although the answer is here the cause 

of the question; for, the {figute ) Reply is not identical with 
that (figure, i. e. A reply is not indeed an efficient 

cause ( ) of a question, but simply a mirk ( ) 

indicating the presence of it. * , 

Nor is this also, aXthoaghit, too, contains an indica- 
tory mark ',for, here the and the are not stated as residing 
in one and the same as they are in biqqfq. The the ques* 

tion-"belongs to the purchaser, and the the answer— be- 

1 , 

longs to the old hunter. Or, according to S. D., in an Inference, 
the and the are both mentioned ; but here the query 
is not mentioned. 

Thus, the Reply deserves to he a distinct figure. Although 
is possible here, inasmuch as * staying of the daughter-in-law in 
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the house ^ may serve as an efficient cause of the absence of 
^ elephants * teeth &c./ still, as strikingness consists in the in- 
ference of a question, it is this inference that constitutes the 
figure, although ^ no doubt exists in the verse. ' 

When j after a question [is ashed) ^ there is an answer which 
is incomprehensible, being bnjond the reach of any other means of 
proof, that is another ( hind of )' Reply. 

The word has been employed to show that the questions 

and the answers must be many in this veriety; for, no strihingness 
is apprehended from the statement of a single question and a single 
answer. In the first kind of Reply where the question is inferred, 
even a single answer is striking. 

c 

sTWSJr means, according to some, ‘extra-ordinary,^ but 
according to Pradipa, ‘not known ordinarily, being beyond the 
reach of any other means of proof.' the answer, 

being well-known, aims at but the e^sclusion of another, there being 
no other purpose in its being given. Here, the answer stated in the 
verse, not being ordinarily known, rests hut with itself, i. e. aims at 
bringing out its own incomprehensibility. This is the ^distinction 
between the two\ fig arcs). The word in the Vritti 

means: ‘ beyond the reach of ahy other means of proof,' and not 
‘ remarkably striking. ' Por, if we accept the latter meaning, this 
figure would not be distinguished from where also an 

answer is remarkably striking. 

The second kind is instanced in Kairr &c. 

Here, ‘ the capriciousness of fate &c.', which are not known 
ordinarily, are brought out by the answers given in the verse. 

According to tho Moderns, the figure occurs, even if there is a single 
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question and a single answer, both of them or even either of them being 
significant ; as in 

The figure occurs even when the question is but one and the 
answers many ; as in 

So also it occurs when the same words express both a question and 
an answer ( owing to Paronomasia ); as in &e. 

So also it occuis when two questions have only one answer; as in 

^ ^r: &c. 


42. THE SUBTLE 

( KAKIKAS XXXVI. and XXXVII. ) 

Wlien a circumstance, even tliough delicate, is gues- 
sed some how, and is intimated to another by some 
mark ( indicative of it ), it is termed the Nubtle. 

Somehow=From some v 1 ) di/jcarance or ( 2 ) (jesture, 

Delicate-T^hat can he hiovm (only) hy a itudi of sharp under- 
standing. 

Mr^lC“A change of expression &c. 

The first kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, the masculiiv action of a woman, gvcsscf/ by looking at 
( her ) appearance in the form of the ' mixing of the saflfron with 
the drops of perspiration on the neck ’ is ch verJy ^iptimated to 
her and to other friends of hers, hy some ow of her female friends> 
by drawing ( on hei hand the figurt of) a sirord. A sword is *the 
characteristic mark of manliness ; for, men alone hohl s'ivords in their 
hands f they being fit persons to hold them. Here, although there is 
sT5>rr«T, since the i. e. and the i. e. 
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are both stated as connected with one and the same i. e. the 
woman, still, it is subordinate to the Subtle ; for, strikingness 
consists here in the clever bringing out of a very delicate circum- 
stance. 

ff^5[=B0me particular motion of the limbs of the body. 

The second kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, the time of amgnation, which ( the lover ) inquired for, is 
guessed from the gesture o£ his anxious look only, and is intimated 
{ to him ) hy some ( woman ) sportively, by the closing of the lotus in 
her hand— mar 7 ^) indicating the time of night. 

43. THE CLIMAX ( ) 

( KARIKA XXXVII. Continued ) 

An excellence ( rising ) successively ( and ) culminat- 
ing in the end is ( termed ) the Climax. 

The Climax is an excellenco whose utmost limit is ( reached in) 
the last part of prose or poetical passage. In other words, it is 
that where the last part is most excellent ;for, it is there only that 
the excellence rests after gradually rtsmt/ in each proceeding part. 

The figure is instanced in Tfrl: &;c. 

Here, each succeeding thing* earth &c., ' rises, gradually in 
excellence, until the last thing, i. e. ‘a fair woman, * is declared 
to be the i^st excellent of all. 

‘ This is not because strikingness here consists not 

in the exclusion of another, but in the gradual rise of excellence. 

In the above example, the rise is of the excellence of an ob- 
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ject of a superior quality. The figure occurs also where the rise 
is of the excellence of an object of an inferior quality; as in 
&c. 

44, DISCONNECTION 

(KAFIkI XXXVIII.) 

When two things related to each other as cause and 
effect are represented as sipiultaneoii sly residing in two 
totally different places, it is ( termed ) Disconnection. 

jfyi this ( world ), am effect such as * smoke ^c. ' is observed to he 
produced at the vet y place where the cause ( such as ) is 

pre»ent, Where^ however^ things^ although related, to edch other as 
cause and effect, are represented as simultaneously residing in two 
totally different places, owing to the peculiar excellence (of the 
cause), that is ; ( so called ) because, in it the mutual associa’- 

tion of came and effect which is natural to them ( or well known ) 
is abandoned. 

Here, the word although mentioned sejiarately from 

is yet connected (as an adjective ) with and shows 
that the places must be quite apart frpm each other. Thus, the 
definition does not extend to such an example as^^r &c, 

where the eyes and feet are not completely different from each 
other in point of locality, they residing* in one and the 
same body. 

jfirr?T is not a part of the definition, but a description simply; 
thus, the figure occurs in &c. also, although simul- 

taneity of ‘time is there absent. The representation of cause arfd 
effect as residing in two different places is duo to the fact that the 
causes here have a peculiar excellence and are thus different from 
ordinary causes, 

I V4m. 
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In a Hyperbole, there is a reversion of the sequence of 
cause and effect; here, a local difference between them. 

instanced in sr &c. 

Here, ' biting of the cheek by the teeth * — the cause, and 
' pain ^ — the effect, are represented as residing in the ^ wife ^ and 
the ‘ rival wives ^ of the Hero, in order to bring out the particular 
fact that the ' biting ^ gives acute pain to the rival wives of the 

a . 

Hero. Here, identification between bodily and mental pain is at 
the bottom of this figure. In this verse, the use of a synonym 

when ^he same word i. e. ought to be employed, makes 
the verse open to the fault of . ' 

r 

If it be said The figure is nothing but Contradiction For, 
just as the residence in one place ( ) of two things 
which reside in two different places makes the two things contra 
dictory of each other ; so the residence in two different places 
( ) of cause and effect which reside in one place makes 
them contradictory of each other. We reply — No. For, 
is Disconnection itself. Now Disconnection is not 
Contradiction,^ It simply indicates that there is a contradiction 
between two things ; for, itjs 'on account of this that 

the two things appear to be contradictory of each other. Thus, 
Disconnection is quite distinct from Contradiction. 

If it again be said : — Although the two figures are distinct, 
still, inasmuch as no strikingness is here apparent, unless contra- 
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diction is brought out, let this contradiction itself be the figure, 
and not Dis-connection which simply indicates the presence of 
that contradiction. Nor should it be said that Contradiction is 
where there is between two contradictory things, and 

not when there is between them ; because the definition 

of Contradiction is very general and does not speak of this 
restriction. 

We repl}:— No For, although the definition is given generally, 
still, its scope becomes restricted in virtue of a rule that a general 
proposition covers all the ground except that covered by its 
exception. Now, Disconnection is an exception to the general 
figu^je Contradiction. Disconnection occurs where two things 
residing in one place are represented as residing in two difierent 
places. This is the ground which it occupies. Therefore, the 
general figure, i. e. Contradiction, must leave this ground and 
occupy the remaining ground. It thus occurs where two things 
residing in two different places are represented as residing in 
one and the same place. Hence, examples of Contradiction have 
been given by us before, in accordance with this restriction of 
its province made here. 

Y ritii i^This is an excejytion to Oontradidion, not Oontradio- 
tion (itself). The opposition that appears hereis due totheresv 
deuce in two different places of two things which reside in one place ; 
luhilstj in Oontradiction, the opposition is dae to the residence in 
one place of two things which reside in two different places. Al^ 
though ( this is ) not ( actually ) mentioned in the definition of Con- 
tradiction, still, this follows in virtue of the fact that a general 
proposition establishes itself ( i. e, occupies its ground ) after leaving 

the ground covered by its exception. Hence, ( Oontradiction ) has 

beBn exemplified by us before, with a regard to this very restriction 
of its scope laid down here. 
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45. THE FACILITATION ( ) 


( K A RIKA XXXrX. ) 

When ( the accomplishment of ) an act becomes easy 
through the operation of another cause, it is ( termed) 
the Facilitation. 

When an acty which is begun, is accomplished without difficulty 
by an age7it, behig assisted by another^ ( accidental ) means, that is 
named 

The term etymologically means * Accomplishing ( a 

thing ) we^ll, i. e. easily/ 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the efiect, i. e. * quelling of anger^ which is being pro- 
duced by the cause, i. e. ‘ falling at her feet,' is easily accomplished 
by the sudden operation of another cause, i. e. ‘ the roaring 
of the clouds/ 

This figur2 occurs, only when one cause is intended as princi- 
pal and the other auxiliary whilst, occurs when both the 
causes are intended as principal. 

46. THE EQUAL ( ^ ) 

( KARIKA XXXIX, Continued ) 

If a union is ( found ) somewhere (that may be ) ac- 
cepted ( by all ) as fit, it is ( termed ) the BquaL 

Union is either Conjunction &c,, or the relation of caitaB^md 
effect. Thus, tho figure ( occurs ) when there dg Jtnrmemiwin^ 
ment of a connection as fit, expressed in the forniAm^This {-union ) 
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of these two things is commendable, (The figure occurs) when a 
(jit ) union exists between ( 1 ) two superior things or ( 2 ) two in* 
f&rior things ; but not when it exists between one superior and 
another ii^ferior thing. In ^ there is a union of two good 
or bad causes; here, union is declared as fib even between two 
good or two bad things that are not causes. 

The first variety is instanced in |%^TI &c. 

Here, the union of the ^ deer eyed lady ^ and the ‘ king ’—two 
superior things— is declared as fit. 

The second variety is instanced in &c.. 

Here, the union of a ‘ Nimba tree ’and ' crows’— two inferior 
things— is declared as fit. 

Fitness of the connection called ' the relation of cause and effect ’ 
occurs when a cause produces an effect liaving qualities similar to those 
of itself; as in irwrfir?r &c. 

The figure occurs, also when a thing produces a 'quality possessed by 
others, in virtue of its association with them ; as in dec. 

/ 

Sometimes, it occurs when the .desired object is obtained ( verbally 
and not really ) from that source which ’is resorted to for the accomplish- 
ment of that object ; as in 

47. THE UNEQUAL cMn ) 


( KABIKaS XL. & XLI. ) 

(1]l When, in one place, connection is not found to 
be possible, owing to extreme incongruity ; (2) when the 
endeavour of an agent becomes not only fruitless, but, on 
the contrary, brings an evil result to him ; and (3) & (4) 
when the Qualities and Actions of a cause are respec- 
tively opposed to the Qualities and Actions of an effect \ 
that is deemed the Unequal 



( 1 [) Whm a cmneciion between two ( things ) is apprehended 
as hut impossible, owing to etetreme incongruity { between them ) ; 
{2) when an agent who has begun to do some act, sometimes, not 
only does not obtain the desired fruit of that ( act ), owning to that 
act being destroyed, (or, owing to the intervention of some powerful 
obstacle), but, on the contrary, obtains even an undesirable result 
( which is quite ) unloohed for; similarly, (3) ^ (4) when at* 
though ( as a rule ) an effect resembles a cause in its nature, 
the Qualities and Actions of them are still opposed to each other; 
t'hat is the fourfold Unequal, the opposite of the Equal, 

The first kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, incongruity consists in the nature and qualities of 
Cupid being opposed to the nature and qualities of the woigan 
uuder discourse. The impropriety of the union is here 
suggested. 

The second kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, not only is self-protection not secured, but, on the 
contrary, the disaster of being devoured by Rdhu is met with. 

The third Innd is instanced in &c, 

« 

C 

Sere, we have ^ white fame ^ arising from the ‘ dark sword,^ 
figured as the cause, in opposition to the general rule that the 
qualities of the effect conform to those of the cause. Here, there 
is incongruity between ^ blackness ’ and ‘ whiteness ^ belonging 
to the cause and the effect, respectively. 

The fourth kind is instanced in &c. 

Her Si the Action of ‘ delighting * belonging to ' the woman 
the cause, is opposed to the Action of * tormenting the body ^ be- 
longing to * the state of separation ^--^the effect. 

The particle w iu the second line of the fortieth Karika 
shows that the second variety of ftqir Occurs not only ( A > when 
there are both non-attainment of the desired object and the 
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attainment of an undesired object, but also ( B ) when there is 
mere non ‘attainment of the desired object or ( C ) when there is 
me re attainment of an undesired object. 

The division A has been instanced in ihi^ &c. 

B may be instanced in &c. 
and 

C may be instanced in qiTfrTqgr 

The Karikas do not exhaust the divisions of the figure ; thus, 
other divisions of Inequality which may be generally defined as 
‘ Absence of compatibility between two things related to each 
other any how,^ are also possible. Thus, for instance. Inequality 
between two things related to each other as part and whole may 
be instanced in &c. 

Hero, ^ sleeping on the ocean ^ and ^devouring all the worlds 
with the ocean^ are incompatible things and constitute one 
Similarly, that the whole Krishna whose belly is able to drink 
all the worlds should be drunk by a part of a woman’s body, i. e. 
the eye, is also incompatible. This i^ another iqqif. 

Although qrq ( drinking } is dilferent from qiq ( looking intently ), 
still, the two qrqrs are here fancied as identical with each other. 
Thus, 4his verse becomes an example of the figure in question. 

In this variety, the relation is that of part and whole, whilst, 
in the first, the relation is that of opposition. This is the dis- 
tinction between the two varieties. S. D. however put* this 
example.under the first variety. 
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Thus, in this and other {examples ) aho^ Inequality should be 
understood ( as possible) in this and various other ways, according 
to the particular circumstances of each case. 

In Contradiction, what is striking is the residence in one 
place of two things residing in two different places ; in Discon- 
nection, the residence in two different places of the canse and 
the effect residing in one place; but here, the connection of dissimi- 
lar Qualities and Actions belonging to the cause and the effect. 

48. THE EXCEEDING 
( K A Rika xlie. ) 

WhehJ;he abode and the abider, though smaller, are 
yet represented as greater than the abider and the abode, 
which are ( themselves ) great, that is ( termed ) the 
Exceeding. 

The abider is the thing contained, the abode is its container. 
When the container and the contained, although smaller, are 
yet represented greater than the contained and the container, 
respectively, although these ( latter ) are intended as ( themselves ) 
great, with a view to intimatetthe excellence of the object under 
description, that is which is thus two-fold. 

Examples in ordef 

The first kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, * heap of fame’— the contained, is intended as great, 
being described as incapable of being contained. 

*The triad of worlds’, which is smaller, is represented as greater 
than * the heap of fame’, inasmuch as the former is described as 
containing the latter, in order to bring out the excellence of the 
latter ( i. e. the heap of fame ), which is the object under des- 
cription. 

* The second kind is instanced in 
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Here, the contaiaer— the body of is iatended as great, 
being described as the substratum of the whole world. ‘ The 
joy at the arrival of N^rada which is smaller, is yet represented 
as greater than ' the body of Krishna^, inasmuch as the former is 
described as incapable of being contained by the latter, in order 
to intimate the excellence of the latter ( i. e. the body of Krishna 
which is the object under description. 

49. THE RIVALRY 


(KARIKA XLIir ) 

When somebody uaablo to avenge himself on bis 
enemy ( is represented as ) doing liarin to one belonging 
to him, with a view to praise that ( very enemy ), that 
is called the Rivalry. 

'Wken some 0710 , unaMe to dir ecth/ punish a 7i oiie^nij, although 
he has dorie hitn an injnrg, ( Is ropresonted (ts ) punishing ( another 
who is) depende7it on him, with a vh w to provi‘ that verg encmijs 
superiority, that is termed ri; so called he<'i(.use, it is tike the ally 
of an army. Just as one attacks, instead of a)\/ army directly, 
another luho is an ally { 1 ) of th,at ^ army ) foolishly, or ( accord 
ing to Pradipa’s reading ) secretly, for fear of being killed by 
that army ; so hero also, while am enemy to he conquered, another 
( person ) connected with him conquered. The connection be- 
tween the enemy and his friend may be ( 1 / Direct or ( 2 ) Indi- 
rect. Thus, the figure is of two kinds. 

The first is instanced in &c. 

Here', Cupid unable to conquer tho ilerj, conquers the 
He»oine who is directly connected with the Hero i. e. as his wife. 
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The second is instanced in r%(^ &c. 

Here^ E^hu unable to avenge himself on Krishna for the 
cutting of his head, troubles the Moon who is connected with 
him. The connection of the Moon with Krishna is here ( Indirect ), 
because ( the Moon ) has a connection (of resemblance) with the face 
which is connected with Krishna by the relation of part and whole. 

50. THE LOST ) 

(KARIKA XLIV.) 

When a thing is concealed by another, through a 
mark, eltlter 1 natural or 2 even adventitious, and com- 
mon to both, tliat is said to be the Lost. 

If through some marhj which is natural or adventitious, and 
which is common ( to both the thing to be concealed and the 
thing which conceals it ), a thing is concealed hy another by its 
very nature, on account of its superior power, that they call thetwo- 
fold jflfke. 

Here, the disappearance (i, e. non- apprehension) of a thing is 
natural, on account of th^^ thing being eclipsed by another 

X 

thing which is similar to and more powerful than it. In 
and however, this disappearance is not natural. 

The first kind is instanced in sT'Tf*! &c. 

Here, the marhs ' tremulousness of the eyes * are natural 
to the body of the deer-eyed lady and they are common to the ^ rise 
of intoxication*, being found in that case, also. 


I Viv. 
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Through these marks, the ‘ rise o£ iutoxicatioa ' is concealed 
by * youthfulness ^ on account of its inherent superiority of power , 

The second is instanced in ^ &c. 

Here, the fact of cold, which is understood from the force of the 
fact that the enemies reside in the caves of the Himalaya mountain, 
is adventitious. Hence^^the marksYtremor’ and horripilation^ j xohich are 
produced from that (cold), are also of an identical nature,!, e, adven- 
titious i and they are common to, being Jound m the case of, fear also, 

51. THE NECKLACE 

( KARIKA XLV. ) 

" When each succeeding thing is 1 affirmed" or 2 eveu 
denied as an attribute of each preceding thing, that is the 
two-fold Necklace. 

The Vritti is here simple. 

The affirmation or denial of a thing as an attribute of another 
must be repeated in order to be striking. / 

According to some, the Karika jneang ; — ‘ When a thing, which 

stands first as an attribute of another thing, is affirmed as possessed of its 
1 

own nature by being afterwards made a subject and then by having 
another^attributo affirmed of it; that is called ( As in 

tf: &o., the thing q’FiTrT, which stands first as an attribute of another 
thing referred to by is affirmed as possessed of its own nature, i. e. 


'itOTt%«rr I g ^ 
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by being aftervyards made a subject ( referred to by ) and then 
having another attribute, i. e. affirmed of it. Similarly, 

in ff the thing is denied as possessed of it 

own natuie, 1. e. by beiii<^ made subject (referred, to by 

and then having another attribato, i e. denied of it, ) 

This interpretation sliouhl, however, be rejected, because, it is opposed 
to Mammata’s Vnlti on this Kanka, because, according to it, the defini- 
tion oi tins figure does not extend to such examples as ^CfPr <S:e,, 

and because, it docs not iitcially follow tiie woidmg of the Karika. 

The first kind is instanced in &c. and the second in ?T- 

&c. 

Here, hi the joiinei [example, each succeeding thing ) A$ 
affi^rmed [ of each preceding thing) in the following o^der:-^ 
^ women ^ are ajjinned of ‘ housef> ^ , of those ( ^wonmC ), ^ beauty ^ 
( IS affirmed ), through its being said to be a means of the act of 
^ decoration ^ which is an attnhute of their bodies ; of that ^ beauty \ 

^ sports ^ ( are affii med ) ; and of those ( ^sports* also , the ^ weapon 
of Cupid ^ is affirmed. In the same manner, in the latter example, 
(each succeedingjtliing) should be understood as denied as an attribute 
( of each preceding thing ). Thus, of ^ water/ ' lotuses ^ should be 
considered as denied j of ^ lotuses/ ^ bees/ of ^ bees, ^ ' humming^ ; 
and of ^ humming ^ also, * charminguess.^ 

The figure occurs, also when each succeeding thing is predicated as 
a subject to each preceding thing ; as m &c, 

Here, &c. are successively piedicated as subjects to what 
precede, i. e. &c. 

If each preceding thing helps each succeeding thing in an uniform 
manner, then this very variety becomes what has been called by the 

ancients according to K. G., does not deserve to 
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be because it does not contain * resemblance ’ which constitutes 

the very essence of and besides, does not contain JT|rrf and 

things both of which are found in ^q-^. 

52. REMINISCElsrCE ( ) 

( KARIKA XLVL ) 

The recollection of an object, in the form in which it 
is cognised, on the perception of another object similar to 
it, is ( termed ) Reminiscence. 

Tn this karika, the words : alone constitute the 

definition of The word indicates tjie? form of 

Rei^;iiniscence, and the words indicate all the circum- 

stances that revive the impression oE a former experience which 
generates recollection. Thus, such circumstances as Destiny 
Contrast, Reflection, Association of ideas &c. are also included. 

Or, the words ft may be taken as forming part of the 
definition of and thus serving the purpose of 

excluding all other reminiscences which are not based upon resem- 
blance, and are not thus striking"*; tl^us ^ ‘^c. is no example 

of this figure. 

Thus, the definition of is ;^Wke?i an object , which is once 
cognised ( by any of the kinds of evidence ) as posssesed of a certain 

form, is afterwards recollected in the same form [in which it was cog- 

, 8 

nised before ), on the perception ( by any of the senses ) or even on 


) I Ny&ya III. ‘2. 44. 
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fclie recoUecbiou of (i\iotlier ohjui^t which is similar to it and which 
is the cause of the awakeument of Reminiscence, througli the revi- 
val of the impression left on the mind by the former cognition. 

The figure is two-fold When the object recollected is cog- 
nised 1 in this life or 2 in some former life. 

The first kind is instanced in &c. 

Here, the recollection is of an object experienced in this life. 

The second is instanced in &c. 

Here, on the perception of the ^ breasts of the 

is recollected by Krishna who had known it in one of his former 
lives, owing to resemblance between the two objects. 

a 

Kkghavananda, however, would have this figure, even where the 
recollection arises from Contrast ; as in &c, 

53. THE ERROR (HriVcrJTRj 

( KAKIKA XLVI. Continued ) 

The apprehension of ( one thing as ) another on the 
perception of ( that thing ) similar to that ( another ), is 
(termed) the Ercor. 

Here also, the word alono constitutes the definition. 

The word indicates the circnmstanoes that produce 

Error. ttH refers to ‘ a thing not in question,’ which is ( referred to 

1 i q«rr- 
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hy) (What is similar to that ( thing not in 

question ), must, therefore, of course, be taken here to he< a thing 
in question f When, on the perception of such ' a thing ( in question, * 
i. e. of ' a Jbhing in question ^ similar to a thing not in question ), 
the apprehension ( of that thing in question ) as ( uleiitical ivith ) that 
thing not in question arises, it is ( called ) the Error. In other 
words, when ' a thing in question ^ is taken for ' a thing not in 
question ^ which is called to mind through the impression of it 
being revived by the sight of that thing in question similar to 
it, it is called the Error. 

This is neither Metaphor nor the fir&t ( kind of) Hyperbole ; for^ 
although in those figures there is an apprehension of a false 
identity between two things, still, inasmuch as the apprehension 

of that false identity is there accompanied by the af>prohension 
1 

th at it is false, Error is really absent. Here, however, Error is 
clearly apprehended [to be present), as shown by the name {of 
the figure ^ ) which comes into nsc by following its sense. 

The natural sense of Error is ‘an appieiieusion of a false iden- 
tity which is not accompanied by the apprehension that it is fal&e^ 

) 

The cognition of Error is heie an, ascertained one • thus, this figure 
is distinguished from the Doubt instancoct' in &c The matter in 

hand here is cognised as identical with what is not the matter in 
hand. In other words, the matter m hand is here not cognised at all. 
Thus and are excluded , for, in ?frr?5fT> tlie ^Tsrr- 

itself is absent, m altiiougli no distinction is 

apprehended between the STi and the still, both the 

and the are cogiiisod , and in rlJ'T, tlieie is an 

identity of qualities only, but not of the objects ( possessed of those 
qualities J which are cognised distinctly. 
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The delusive cognition must spring from tiie imagination of the 
poet. In other words, it must be striking. Thus is no 

example of this figure. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the ^ rays of the Moon ’ are mistaken for ^ milk &c.^ 
by the ^ cat &c.^ through resemblance between the ‘ rays ' and 
' milk &c. ^ 


54. THF CONVERSE (srm'T) 

( KARIKA XLVII. ) 

I Wien the thing compared to is condemned, or 2 
when it is itself fancied as ( being ) the thing compared^ 
for the purpose of being condemned ; it is ( termed ) the 
Converse. 

When the is condemned ( bi/ saying ) ^ what is the 

use of thc^^f\r^, nnce the itself is quite capable of hearing its 
yolte, i. e. of serving its purpose ; also when the same ( )> 

[although) welldmown as being an [yet] turned 

into an in oxler to show that it has got another in the 

itself, i. e. to show that the is superior to it, and thus 
to condemn it in this manno.v ; that is the two-fold Oonverse, so 
cu\\ediher,ause{init ) the becomes a rival of the 3’T»TR. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Here, the thing compared, i. e the ' king ’ endowed with such 
various qualities as ‘ beauty &c. ’ is present; the various things 
compared to, i. e. the ^ moon &c ^ are, therefore, condemned as 
useless. 

Here, although there is another figure cdle I still, what is 

skiking is not Relative Order but conderai\ation. 


The second is instanced in ^ q-(^ &c. 
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Here, the ^Moon\ inasmuch as she is said to have the *face' as an 
to her, is represented as inferior ( to that ^ face ’) in 
her qualities. The vjoj d — tJuG Sanshrlt form of hoiu^ 

ever, suggests that even tins cainparison eauuob be established 
between the Moon and the face, on account oi the former being 
considered to be far inferior to tho latter. Thus, ( the fad of) 
tJiB non'cstablishment of coinparisna lemh to tli'C co}hd6i}hnafio)i {of 
the Moon). 

The figure is thus distinguished from where, although 

the is superior to the as here, still, the fact of com- 

parison is established between them. 

Sometimes, however, an act of comparison, {hg heing) hut acconi' 
plished, loads to the condemnation {of the asinst»nced in ir^- 

Hmm &c. 

Here, the turning of ^ which are well-known as the 

into the itself constitutes their condemnation, because, 

turning them into the is tantamount to showing that 

they are possessed of inferior qualities. 

Hero, although coinparHon is cCfoctod, still, the suparioiity of tho 
(i. e. 13 not apprehended. TJms, this laud is distinguishod from 
where that superiority is apprehended . 

In thh manner, ( the figure should be iimderstood os oecur^ 

ring also when an ob\e,d, which did, not before e^peri^mcc the state of 
heing the owing to the possession of incomp (U'atde qualities, 

is made to assume that state ; as in &c. 

Here, ( the fact of ) {assumlug) the position of the 

{although hitherto regardel as) impo^dthte, is {(jd) declared 
( in the verse ), 

55. THE SAME^^ESS ( ) 

(KABIICA SLVIII.) 

AVhea aomething ia qiiestioa is ropresonted as,ap- 
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pearing like something else, owing to its connection 
with it, in order to show a likeness of properties ( between 
them ), that is said to be the Sameness. 

When ( a thing in question ), although dissimilar j becomes con- 
Elected with (another)'^ a thing not in question, ^^and with its own 
qualities hut not given up, is represented as having become un^ 
distinguishable from itj in order to shoiu that ( the thing in question ) 
appears Hlce ( the thing not in a question ), it is {called ) the Same- 
ness ; (50 called) because, ( in it ) there is a connection of like pro- 
perties. 

The word excludes where the thing in 

question gi/es up its own qualities. Upon this, Prabha rena&rks 
that the word is not necessary to exclude ; 

for, in a one thing assumes only the qualities of another ; but the 
things themselves are not represented as indistinguishable from each 
other ; nor are they understood as such, Thus, rigor is excluded by 
the word itself. The word does not mean * is expressed * 

but simply ‘ is conveyed * ; for, the fact of the similarity of appearance 
is not ' expressed ’ but simply * conveyed’ by the words W: 

in the verse &c. 

In the »fr^rf, an object is not apprehended at all, being eclipsed 
by another of a superior quality similar to it j whilst, in the present 
figure, an object is apprehended, but it is apprehended as undistinguishablo 
from another, on account of both the objects possessing like properties. 

In the object that is superimposed upon another, is one 

which is recollected. Here, it is one which is perceived. In Metaphor, 
the identity between the and the is expressed, by words, 

and not simply conveyed by them as here. In Hyperbole, the 
is not expressed by a word different from that which expresses the ^q*TrJT. 
Here, both of them are expressed by distinct words. 
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The figure is instanced in &c. 

HerOf the ^ luhiteness ^ of the thing in question, being spoken 
of as neither more nor less than that of what is di^erent from 
it, i. e. of the thing not in question, is the cause of the similarity 
of their appearayice. Hence, they are not apprehended as distinct 
from each other. 

Sometimes, an antecedent apprehension of identity be* 
tween the thing in question and the thing not in question is 
inferred from the apprehension of difference between them ; as 
in^^r^’^r &c. 

Here, it is only after the ' bees ^ have fallen upon the 
^ cheeks*, that the difference between ^ Champaka flowers * and 
^ cheeks ^ is apprehended ; afterwards the antecedent apprehen- 
sion of identity between them is inferred. 

Here, the apprehension of difercnce due to another cause, i. e. Hhe 
fall of bees upon the cheeks,* although subsequent, cannot yet do 
away with the antecedent apprehension of identity due to ^ possession 
of a yellow colour by and for, it has been {already) effected; 
and an apprehension ( that has been already efjechd ) cannot he 
sublated, ' , 

56. THE EXTRAORDINARY 


( KaRIKAS XLIX. and L, ) 

I When an object is ( represented as ) abiding without 
its well-known abode ; 2 wlien one object is ( spoken of 
as ) being present in the same form in many placds, 
sinjultaneously ; and 3 when somebody, in doing one act^ 
succeeds in’ doing another impossible act, by means of the 
same ( effort ); it is said to be the three-fold Extraordinary. 

When an object is represented as existing in a peculiar ( i. e. 
supportless ) condition by leaving its well-known abode, that is the 

Hrst ( Jfiud of) 



I4S 


Instanced in &c. 

Here, tlie * discourses of poets ^ are represented as delight- 
ing the world by existing without their well-known abodes, i. e, 

‘ poets\ ^ The well-known abode^ is not simply the real abode, but 
one which is established by a poetic convention also. Thus, the 
well-known abode referred to here is not ' ether,^ which is the 
real abode of (7rr: ( sounds ), but ^poets’ who are the abode of 
Ht*. as established by a poetic convention. 

This kind occurs, also when a thing is spoken of as residing in ano- 
ther abode ; as in ^ &c. 

When one and the same object resides in many places, in one 
and the sa'tnie form j simidtancoushj, that is the second kind of 

Instanced in &c. 

Here, one hnval wife^ is represented as being present in many 
places, i. e. hearty eyes &c. in one and the same form, i. e, that 
of a rival wife, simultaneously. 

The word excludes where the forms possessed by 

an object are dilforeni ; and the word excludes where there 

is succession, 

Whe7i an agent, hurriedly proceeding to do an act, succeeds in 
doing another impossible act also, by the same efortj that is another 
( i. e. the third kind of ) 

The word shows that the agent has no intention of doing two 

acts by one an I the same effort. The word excludes instanced 

in &c. where the efforts are different. The sentence &c. is 

no example of this kind of impossibility of an act bein|j there absent. 
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Here, Brahma, in endGavouring to create a particular kiug, has im* 
expectedly f»icceeded in creating other impossible things such as Cupid, 
the Sun, Brihaspati &c., by the same effort. 

In this example, although there is another figure, i. e. yet 

it is not that is prominently striking here. 

Here, the doing of an impossible act is expressed. Some- 
times, it is suggested ; as In &c. 

Here, the impossible act of taking away minister, confidant, 
beloved, disciple &c. is suggested by the words ^ ^ 

If it be said : The representation of a thing existing 
without its abode is improper, since such a representation is 
opposed to experience which shows that a thing always resides 
in its abode. Similarly, the other representations contained in 
the Karikas are also improper. 

We reply that such things as are described above are no 
doubt impossible. But they are here represen'ted as possible 
only metaphorically. 

Thus, tho ^words^ which please the world are really speaking 
Uttered by a man of the present times. But they are metaphori- 
cally said to be the actual words of a past "poet, on account of 
close resemblance between them. Similarly, the Voman’ is only 
metaphorically said to reside in her lover's heart, on account of 
her being constantly thought of by him. So also, the 'king' is 
only metaphorically said to be Cupid &c. inasmuch as, he 
resembles him in point of beauty. 

0 

(This rmtaphorical represmtatio?i)^( this ) unusual and extra^ 
ordimry mode of statement^itself constitutes the very life {of a 
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figur^^ everywhere, in thel^i/y^aces. For, a figure gmierally does 

not exist without it. Hence, it is said ( hy Bhdmaha and others):^ 
This metaphorical mode of statement)-^thi 8 unusual form of 
speech^whlch is described above ( is found ) everywhere . By this 
a sense is invested vjith a peculiar beauty. Poets should exert 
themselves for ( securing ) it. For, what figure ( exists) ivithout it ? ’ 

The word in the Vritti is intended to mean a 

metaphorical description simply. It does not here denote the 
figure Hyperbole, because, that figqre is here impossible. The 
same is the meaning of The two words are in fact 

synonymous here. 

The word in the Vritti excludes such a figure as 

whbre the description is not metaphorical. " 

57. THE BORROWER (^or) 


( KaBIKA LI. ) 

When at? object quits its own form and assumes 
that of another possessed of, very brilliant qualities, by 
coming in contact with it\ it is termed the Borrower. 

When a thing has its form overshadowed by another ( which is ) 
near it, and with whoife own superior qualities it becomes connected, on 
account vf the superior excellence { of that another), and assumes 
the form of that ( another ), that is ; ( so called ) because, it' 
( literally ) is that in which there is assumption by the thing in 
question of the quality of that, i. c. the thing not in question. 

In one thing is apprehended ( but ) as covered 07er 

by another. Here, one thing assumes the quality of another, although 
its nature is not covered over by that of another. Or, in >frr?y?T» a thing is 
not apprehended, being eclipsed by another. In things are 

apprehended as undistinguishahle from each* other, although they do not 
give up their own qualities. Here, only a quality is eclipsed j the things 
are apprehended as distinct from each other. , 
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the thing that is superimposed upon another is one 
that is recollected. Here, it is one which is perceived. Besides, a 
delusion is not here stated in words. 

The tfgure is instanced in &c. 

Here^ the colour of Arum-^Garuda^s brother , is ( represented 
as ) superior to that of the Stints horses, and the colour of the green 
jewels as superior to that of Aruna, Hence, the Sun^s horses are 
apprehended as identical with Aruna. Similarly, these horses 
are apprehended as identical with the green jewels. Thus, there 
are two examples of here. 

’'Ihus, those men are wrong who say that the figure occurs when an 
object, that has quitted its form, is again restored to i,jj. * For, thoii 
definition runs counter to the etymological explanation of given 
in the Vritti, also to the fact that in the Yritti, two examples have been 
shown to be present in the verso by the mention of two qualities, and 
also to the fact that there is in the example of ( i. o. 

&c, ) cited by Mammata afterwards, which it would not bo 
if their definition bo accepted ; since there is in that verge no restoration 
of a thing to the form which it has quitted. 

58. THE NON-BORROWER ( srasroT ; 

( KAKIlfA LII. ) 

When this does not assume the form of that, that is 
termed the Non-borrower. 

means ^ the thing in question.’ means ^ of the thing 
not in question,’ The words from the pre- 

ceding Sutra are here understood. Thus, the full definition is : — • 
* If this, i. e. the thing not in question of an inferior quality does 
not assume the colour ( form or quality ) of that, i. e. of the thing 
in question, although it has a capability of assuming that coloiu^ 
form cr quality, (i, e. although it comes in contact with the 
superior qualities of that thing in question), that is termed 
so called because, it literally is that- in which there is no assump* 
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tiou by the tbing not in qaestion of tbe quality of the thing 
in question. 

Although her0#tho cause, i. e. ‘ capability’ being persent, the effect, 
i, e. ' assumption of another’s form ’ is absent, yet this is not? 
because, this is founded upon the jieculiarly striking circumstance of a 
thing not assuming the quality of another. 

The figure is instanced in &c. 

Herey (the lover) does not become red, (i. e, affectionate), though he 
is seated in a heart which is extremeig reel, ( i, e. glowing with ardent 
love). Thus, tho last half alone is an example of this figure. In the 
first half, there is between Svhiteness^ and ^rodnessh ^ 

In the example, the ^hoart’ is the thing in question, the ^ mein 
addressed' is the thing not in question ; for, what is intended here 
is the narration by a woman of an account of the state of her own 
heart. 

Besides, in this ( karikd), may refer to ( also ), and 

lo since pronouns stand for any nouns that we intend 
them to stand Jor. Thus, the figure ^ should also he under^ 
stood ( as occurring ) when the form of the thing not in guestion is not 
assumed by the thing in guosiion, for some reason or other ; as in 
&C. 

Here, the ^swaj^' being the object of description is tho 
matter in hand; Tfirr and are tho matters not in hand. The 
^swan' does not take the colour of either. Thus, if we rest simply 
in the expressed sense of the verse, there is no difficulty in 
apprehending the verse as an example of 

But if we look to tho suggested sense of the verse, by takiiig 
it as an example of we see it is Hhe person of a steady 

character ', not <the swan', that becomes the matter in hand. Thus, 
inasmuch as the ^ swan' is not the matter in hand, there is a 
difficulty in regarding the verse as an example of sTdjT. But> 
this difficulty may be avoided by looking upon the 'swan ' as noth* 
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ing bafc the matter in Iiaad^ inaamucli as it is an ^7iTr?r with 
reference to a ^ steady man ' who is the matter in hand. 

59. THE FRUSTRATION (sirm^r) 
(KARIK4S Lir. & LIIL) 

When, by the same means by which one does a 
certain thing, another undoes it, that is said to be the 
Frustration. 

When a certain thinij which is arcomplishcd by one, by a certain 
ineans^ is rendered otherwise by another by the same means, with a 
desire of conquering ( that one ), that is so called because, it is 

the dausG of the frustration of a thing (already ) accomplished. 

Instanced in &c. 

Here, by the very means, i. e. eyes, by which God S'iva 
burnt down Cupid, the ^womon^ animate Cupid with the desire 
of conquering S^iva. Here, identity of ^ eyes ^ means their 
similarity ; for, the eyes of the women are not ideut^*cal with, but 
similar to, those of S^iva. Thus, the figure may be defined as 
‘ that where one and the same cause produces different effects in 
violation of the rule that different causes produce dilferent effects*. 

The figure aUo occurs when an effect is produced by a cause which 
is well-known to produce another ; as in^^i[fT^ 

In all the preceding examples, the manifestation of opposition is duo 
to a fancied identity between two causes The opposition is, however, re- 
moved when the causes are regarded in their own individual capacities. , 

The figure does not occur when one and the satno cause, by residing 
in two different abodes, produces two opposite effects ; as in 
‘ Frustration* is not based upon opposition, and therefore does not consti- 
tute a figure. , 

The figure occurs also wlien the contrary of a certain act is justified 

by the same reason by which that act is justified ; as in &c. 

ora 
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Thus^ Pure figures have been described. The union of these, 
however, obtains a distinct beauty like the union of ornaments, 
and therefore constitutes a distinct figure. This union is of two 
kinds ; (1) the union of figures which are independent of 
each other ; and (2) of those which are not so. The first kind 
of union, is called the Aggregation, and the second, the Com- 
mixture, which is again three^fold. Thus, there are in all four 
varieties of union, which the author now proceeds to define 

60. THE AGGREGATION ( ) 

( KARIKA LIII. Continued) 

The^ existence of these, separately, in one place, is 
desired to be the Aggregation. 

means the mutual independence of figures as regards 

their essential natures, or as regards the words that contain 
them ; or rather, the mutual independence of figures as 
regards their essential natures, accompanied by the difference 
of the words that contain them. 

The first definition of is not good, because it does not serve the 
purpose of excluding the third kind of instanced in &c., 

where, although the words that contain and are identical, 

still, the two figu;c^ do not possess mutual dependence. In a how- 
ever, the mutual dependence of figures is necessary. The second definition^ 
however, excludes this HcRVi because, in it the words containing the figures 
being identical, the of the definition is absent. 

means an ascertained existence. Thus, when these figures, 
i. e. those whose natures have been described just before ( i. e. in the 
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>th and lOfch Ulldsaa), exist independently of each other, according 
0 possibility, in one place, i. e. in that portion only (of a poem ) 
which w ( called ) ‘ word * or thUt only ( called ) * sense ^ or even in 
a, sentence or verse which consists of both ^ord and sense j that is 
called because ) its nature is Connection of two or many 
figures ) with one place, i. e. with one poetic piece. 

The plural of is insignificant. Thus, occurs even 
when two figures exist together separately in one place. 

The words exclude in the first kind of which, 
the figures are dependent upon each other as regards their na- 
tures ; in the second, their existence is not an ascertained one ; 
and iuf the third, they are dependent upon each other as regards 
the words that contain them, or rather, the words that 
contain them are not different. This Aggregation may be 
of two figures of * word ^ or of two figures of * sense ' or of one 
figure of 'word' and one figure of 'sense.' 

Of these, the Aggregation of two figures of ' word * may he in- 
stanced in The Aggregation of two figures of ' sense, ^ how* 

ever, may be instanced in &c. 

Here, in the former ( verse ), Alliteration ( >T— )T ) and Rhyme 
( ) -—both figures of ' wdrd ' — exist independent of 
each other thus lead to (the figure ) Aggregation, In the latter 
( verse), however, and^i^, both figures of ' sense,' exist 
similarly (i, e. independent of each other thus (lead to 
the figure Aggregatio n ) . 

The Aggregation of one figure of *word^ and one figure of^sensef 
on the other hand, may be instanced in dr ^c. 

•Here, in ^ the first half, Alliteration^Sk figure of 'word,' and 
in the second half, Metaphor ( )— a figuie of 'sense' (exist) 

independent of each other, 
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If it be said that inastnuch'I^as the abodes of these figures 
are different, that of being word/ and of being 

^ sense/ they cannot fortn which consists of Connection of 

many figures with one abod^ ; we reply that these ( figures ) are 
( here said to he ) connected with one abode, because they are 
{here) omiected ivith one and the same sentence (and a 
sentence is nothing bat a collection of words conveying 
meanings ), or with one and the same verse ( which may contain 
many sentences ). 

61. COMMIXTUEE 

( a ) Of Mutual Subserviency 

(KARIKA LTV.) 

But whcu ( these ) do not rest in themselves, but are 
subservient to one another, it is ( termed ) the Commix- 
ture. 

But when these very figures do not assume an independent posi- 
tion for themselves, each being dependent upon another, for the 
sake of obtaining an existence, for itself, or for the production of 
a particular beauty, and afe thus subservient to one another, it is 

so called because, its nature is ( the ) intermingling, i. e. inter- 
dependence of these figures. 

ft 

Thus, the figure does not occur if one figure being independent of 
another assists that another, as in &c , where the paronomasia on 
the word obtains an independent existence through a verbal | identi- 
fication and then assists Metaphor. 

Instanced in &c. 
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• Here, obtains anexistonce oulyas 

subservient to ??jor in i%frg‘wr5^c?(r ^•'T, since the production of error 
is due to the recollection of Qunja fruits at the sight of pearls red 
through cdntact with the lower lip. also causes much plea- 

sure to the men of taste, only ivhen it is subordinate to and not 

independently. Thus, there is a mutual suhseroieney here be^ 
tween these two figures. Here, the Commixture is of two figures 3 
it may be of many figures also; as instanced in ^srf^rn'Sf : &c. 

Here, there are four {figures );TTfrr in : and|%p^ 

&c., in &c. and riKftTfi &c., in nrqi?JT &c., and'^^ 

in &c. All these are apprehended, as mutually subservient as 

before. Of these, is subordinate to^^; for, the second 
sense that is apprehended from is due to ’this 

Vq again is subordinate to and gqqr ; for, it is only in conse- 
quence of the apprehension of ^ indifference to the world ’ — a sense 
yielded by the paronomastic word that the holding of batted 
hair^ and a 'string of beads’ on the part of the Moon becomes intelli- 
gible. The Metaphor in cfi?:fqft &c is subordinate to in iqw &c. 
This subordination is due to a resemblance between the ' cemetery ’ 
and the 'sky’. This resemblance again exists between them not na- 
turally, but only when the ' sky ’ is supposed as the abode of ' head- 
bones ’ in the shape of the 'cluster* of stars.’ Of these, each 
subordinate figure depends upon each principal figure, in order 
that each may produce its own beauty. The figure which is the 
cause of the ultimate beauty of all these fign^ies and to which 
all these are subordinate is ; because the verse in con- 
sequence of the adjectives &c. suggests the 

account of a great ' Yogin ’ — a thing not in question. This 
figure is obvious and therefore not noticed by Mammata. 

• If it l^e said: ' In ^'T^r is as well possible as 

q;:qqr, it being possible to solve the compound in both the ways 

and Thus, the figure 

deserves to be and not necessarily.’ We reply i— 

‘ There is here one circumstance favouring the determination of the 
figure to be qq and that is the attribute 

arvBar 9 « itself. It is universally known that what is held by the 





hand is a ' string of beads/ not a * spot/ This requires that the 
^string of beads' should be prominently apprehended ; and this 
is possible only when we tahe the figure to he ; for, in a 
the second member of the compound is always predominant. Thus, 
the ^string of heads* itself ^hy concealing the nature of the ^s^oV becomes 
^prominently apprehended ; and with this, the attribute '' held by 
the hand” can be properly connected. For, it is hut the ‘ string 
of heads' that is universally known as having got the fitness of being 
held by the hand. 


If it be urged : Even in this way the attribute 
is not proper ; for when we take the verse as referring to the 
Moon, the ' spot ' is not held by her 'rays', but by her 'orb'. 
Thus, cF^^a? 2 r*cannot be connected with the 'spot'. 

We reply:— It is true that the holding of the spot by the 
rays is impossible, since the Moon holds the spot on ( her ) body 

( i. e, orb ) itself ; still, in virtue of the fact that the poet has 
deliberately used such a word (i. e. as contains a paronoma* 
sia, we should suppose that the ' rays , ' which really speaking, 

i 

do not hold the ' spgt, ' but are only near it ( both the rays and 
the spot residing in the same^ Moon), are, in virtue of {that) 
proximity, intended by him as holding that spot metaphorically. 


If it be said : w^ should you not then take g'qirr to be the 
figure here by resorting to this very Indication ? 

We reply 1/ we take the figure to he ^qr*Tr ( ), 
the spot becomes prominently apprehended, Now, since the spot is 
not, ' as a matter of fact, held by the hand, the connection of 
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becomes impossible. We must, therefore, to 
render this connection possible, understand metaphori- 

cally. Thus, if we take the figure to be we shall have to resort 
to Pi^\*in order to render the connection of even the -piindpal 
thing (^9y2fr) with possible. But if we take the figure to be 

will have to be resorted to, to render the connection 
of but a subordinate thing ( ) with possible. 

Now, it is better that should be resorted to as regards 

the connection of a subordinate thing than as regards the con- 
nection of a principal thing. Thus, we should accept as 

the figure in and not ^«THr. 

* According to the Ancients, this Commixture of Mutual sub- 
serviency is found to exist between two figures of ’word also ; 
as instanced in &c. 

Here and a variety uf ( called ) ( i. e. 

that kind of where if we read from the end we get the same 
arrangement of letters as if we read from the beginning ) are 
subservient to each other in the two ( i. e. second and fourth ) 
quarters of the verse. 

Although the mutual subserviency of these figures is not 
quite obvious, still, as the poet whilst engaged in arranging a 
Ehyme succeeds in producing a without any special effort for 
its sake, is said to depend on for its existence; whilst, 
is invested with a peculiar beauty onl^Tl^y depending upon 
; because the fact that the Yamaka arrangemant as depen- 
dent upon a arrangement is very difficult to be effected, is 
especially charming to the man of taste. This is the view of the 
Ancienjts. But, really speaking, there is nothing enabling us 
to ascertain that the poet is engaged in arranging a Rhyme only ; 
o*r even granting that we have a ground for the ascertainment of 
this fact, still, it is not that is the cause of the production of 
but an effort for it. Thus, is not dependent upon 
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for its production. Therefore, this deserves to be a Commixture 
not of Mutual Subserviency, but of Identical Position 
(i. e. where the two figures reside in one and the same place 
i. e, words). 


( b ) Of Dubiousness. 

(KAEIKA LIV. Continued) 

When there is a doubt as regards the acceptance 
of a ( particular ) figure, owing to the absence of a reason 
either for or against it ( that is the second Commix- 
ture ). 

When t^vo or mamj fguresj although by nature fib to exist 
together ( in a verse ), yet, being opposed to each other as regards 
both or all of them being simultaneously intended by the poet, 
cannot exlH { together ) simultaneously ; when^ besides, there is no 
reason cither in favour of the acceptance of one or of the rejection 
of the other, ( — reason ) which would lead us to accept only one and 
not the other ; that is the second ( hind of) ivhose nature is 
absence of det&rpiination. The cojmJative conjunction ^ in the 

Siitra shows that the Yf Old itself in the preceding Sutra is 

here understood. 

Although in the examples given below there is the determination of 
the natures of figur^ yet there is a doubt as to which of them in parti- 
cular is intended by the poet. 

Instanced in &c. 

'Here, there is a doubt as to whether there is u^Tfurf^, the ^ oceanf 
being the thing in question and a ^ particular man ^-^the thing not 
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in que$tion^hei/ng understood from the common i. e. paronomas- 
tic attributes used iu the verse ; or a ‘ particular 

man ' being the thing in q'uestion and understood through the des- 
cription of Ihe * ocean ^ which is the thing not in question, through 
a community of attributes. 

Here, it is impossible that both the figures should exist simultane- 
ously, because one and the same thing cannot be in question and not in 
question atone and the same time. Besides, there is here uo reison either 
for or against any one of these tw ^gures. 

Commixture of Dubiousness existing among many figures is 
instanced in &c. 

Here, ( it is dubious whether) there is the fact of the 

presence of passion editing ( night ) time being described in a differ 
rent manner, i. e. through the description of tlio Moon, the rise 
of which is the cause thereof; or ^ face ’ being 

completely swallowed up by the ^ orb of the Moon ^ ( the prououu 

being taken here as au adjective to 1%?); or in consequence 
of the superimposition of the nature if the ^ lunar orb ^ upon the 
^ face* which should he tahen here as referred to by or 
both the ^ face ’ which is iu question and the ^ Hoon * which is 

not in question being intended to be connected withono and the same 
action of ' destroying ( internal or external ) gloom ^ which is 
expressed by the verb ; or h;^th the ^ face ^ and 

the ^Moon ' being things in question or both Tjemg things not 
in question ; or the ^ orb of the Moon^ beiug in question, 

as the time is night, and the ^ face * not being m question and 
understood through a community of att rib ales ; or the 

* transpaYency of the face * being the subiect under discourse 
understood through the description of the ^ Moon * which is nob 
in question. The doubt here arises, because there is uo reis^u 
here why we should accept one figure as that which is intended 
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and reject another as that which is not intended by the po 6 t. 
Thus, inasirmeh as there is a doubt as regards many figures, this 
is nothing hut Commixture of Dubiousness, 

But where there is a reason for one figure or a reason against 
another, there the presence of one figure being ascertained, no doubt 
exists ; yifr*! means a reason (for one figure), i. e. a reason favouring 
(the acceptance of one figure), also means a reason against (one 

figure ), i. e. a reason not favouring (the acceptance of one figure). 

Instanced in ^^1^4 &c. 

Here, ^ the beauty of the smile which is prominently appre- 
hended from the word is favourable to the apprehension of 

the ^ face ’ only as prominent, because ' the beauty of the smi'le^ 
is directly possible in the ' face * only. The apprehension of 
the ^ face ' as prominent is possible in only. Thus, ^ the 
beauty of the smile ^ is a reason for ( accepting the figure to he ) 

^ The beauty of the smile \ however, is not 
'favourable’ to the apprehension of the ' Moon' as prominent. For, 
it is not directly possible in her. This should not lead us to 
suppose, however, that it is then ' unfavourable' to such an appre- 
hension. For, it is not even ^unfavourable* to the apprehension of 
the ' Moon ' as prominent in the way in which it is 'favourable' to 
the apprehension of the ' face ' as prominent ; since mean- 
ing by Indication may be said to be tropically possible 

in the ' Moon '. ^^>^ius, it is not a reason either for or against 
(accepting the figure tobe)^^^. 

In &c., the attribute is favourable to the appre- 

hension of the ' Moon ' as prominent ; for, what is apprehended 
from the line &o. is ' One Moon in the form of the face 
being present, what is the use of a second ' ? Now, such t^an 
apprehension is impossible unless we admit to be the figure 
in For, the fact that a second Moon has arisen supposes 
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that there is already a first Moon. Bat a first Moon 
is not obtained unless the ‘ Moon * in is apprehended as 

prominent. Bat the apprehension of the ' Moon * as prominent 
is not possible except in f ). Thus, the attribute 

is a reason for It is not, however, wnfavourable to the 

apprehension of the ' face ’ as prominent, since such an apprehen- 
sion as * the face that resembles the Moon being present, why 
has a second Moon arisen ? ^ is here possible. Hence, cannot 
be said to be quite inconsistent with the apprehension of the 
' face ^ as prominent in ^has, it is not a reason against 

^qiTr» In again, the fact of ( Lahshmi^s ) embracing 

the king who is like Narnyana thwarts For, it is inconsistent 

that hne man's wife should embrace another although he is like her 
husband. The fact of ^ embrace ' cannot, however, be qaid to be a 
reason for ( as will bo seen just below ). 

In qrqc’iJW, &c., ' the sounding of the anklets ' is impossible 
in a Hotus*, and is therefore unfavourable to the apprehension of the 
* lotus ^ as prominent. It is thus a reason against 

If it be said ; ^ The sounding of the anklets ' is also a reason 
for ^qqr, since it is favourable to the apprehension of the ^ feet ' 
as prominent*. How then do you^say that it is a reason against 

only, and not a reason for grqqf also? Thus, in other places, 
whatever is favourable to one is generally unfavourable to 
another and whatever is unfavourable to one is generally favour- 
able to another ; for, if they are not so, they- cannot be appro- 
priately said to be either ^favourable^ or ^unfavourable.^ 

We reply True what you say ; but the designation of one 
thing as ^favourable^ or ^unfavourable^ depends upon its being pro* 
minently apprehended as such. Here, a reason against^which 
thwarts a (counter )--proposiiion ( i, e, that there is )— is appre- 

hended as more powerful tha7i a reason for the (original) proposition 
i. e. that there is^qqr. 

If ' sounding of the anklets ^ be said to be a reason for ^qqr, 
a doubt arises as to whether there may not be a reason for ^q^ 
alro. But when ' sounding of the anklets ' is said to be a reason 
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against is excluded and the above doubt is remove^. 

Thus, ^ sounding of the anklets, ’ inasmuch as it is apprehended 
more prominently as a reason against than as a reason for, is 
designated after what is prominent, i. e. as a reason against. It 
cannot j however, be said that inasmuch as ^sounding of the anklets* is 
favourable to the apprehension af the ^feet* as prominent, it is a 
reason for ; for, ^ sounding of the anklets hs not prominently 
apprehended as a reason for 

Others interpret this Vritti tlus ; — 

is that by which something is established in regard to 
something else, i. e. a reason for ; and means (that which ) 

is more powerful than a reason for, i. e. a reason against. What 
they mean is this : — ‘ Sounding of the anklets * is only possible 
in the ' feet * and thus cannot be said to be a reason for 
unless it is determined that it is impossible in the ' lotus \ Thus, 
' sounding of the anklets^ is designated as a reason against, be- 
cause it is first apprehended as such. In this ( very ) manner, the 
learned should examine whether a thing should be called a reason 
for, or a reason against, elsewhere aUo^ 

C. OP IDENTICAL POSITION 

(KaUIKa LV.) 

When two ^^gures, ( one ) of ' word* .and ( the other ) 
of ' sense’, prominently reside together in the same place, 
( that is ) also ( Commixture^. 

^ Place ' means ‘ words\ Thus, if both a figure of * sense * ^ a 
figure of ^word * also, prominently reside in identical words, that is 
also another (Jmid of) Oommixture, The word in the karifeA 
shows that if the figures are not prominent, they do not consti- 
tute this kind of Commixture. 

* 

Instanced in &c. 

Here, two figures, i, e. 5:7^ & reside m Identical 
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twice iu the compound word &c. and once in 

&G, i. e. in the words and A rule 

has been stated in the karika that a figure of * sense ^ and a figure 
of ^word' reside in one and the same place ; but this rule is only 
general, not universal^ thus, two figures of ' word^ may also reside 
in one and the same place ; as in &c* 

Here, reside in identical words. 

Two figures of 'sense* ^blso may reside in one and the same 
place ; as in &c. 

^Here, 5:7^ & Kfclr^«ff(%7 the first in and the second 

in reside in one and the same compound word 

&c. 


( KARIKA LV. CONTINUBl) ) 

Thus, this ( Commixture ) has been declared to be three-fold. 

Thus, this Oommixture has been declared to he only three- fold, 
being possible ( 1 ) where there is a mutual subserviency {of figures), ( 2 ) 

where there is a doubt, {as regards figures ), and ( 3 ) \vhero the figures 

4 

are apprehended as residing in identical toords. It is impossible 
to divide Oommixture in any other manner, i. e. by turning the 
union of every two of the figures hitherto described into a separate 
Commixture j for, such divisions will be endless. 

Thus, figures admitting of division into three classes, Le, the 
class of those which belong to ^word\ of those which belong to * sense* 
and of those which belong to both ( ' word* and ^sense* ) have been 
expounded, 

• {If it be said ): All these figures divided into three classes. 
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iqually serve the purpose of investing a poem with beauty, on what 
circumstance then is the regulation based that certain figures belong 
to ^word\ certain others to ^sense* and certain others to both *word' 
and U&nse.^ 

( We reply :— ) The question, whether in a poem a certain 
fault, excellence, or figure belongs, to ^word^ or ^sense^ or both, as the 
case may be, is, as has been already declared in the ninth Ullasa of 
this ( booh ), to be regulated in accordance with the Laws of presences 
and absences alone (namely, that the word being present the figure 
is present, the word being absent the figure is absent and so forth). 
There is no other circumstance ^g aiding this regulation) .Thus, ofwhich> 
eyer of these (i. e. of either 'word^, or ^seuse', or both) ajigure 
follows the presence and absence, to that a figure is determined to belong. 
That a figure follows the presence and absence of ^word^ means that 
the words containing a figure do not endure an exchange with other 
words. Thus, if the words containing a figure do not endure an 
exchange with other words, it is a figure of Vord\ If those words 
endure an exchange with other words, it is a figure of 'sense'. And 
if some of them endure an exchange with other words, and others 
do not, it is a ^gure of both 'word' and 'sense,' 

If it be again urged; Just as and 

have been classed as figures of both 'word' and ' sense,' 
inasmuch as they follow the presence and absence of both, i. e. 
in them certain w^jds endure an exchange with other words and 
certain others do not ; so such figures as &c, 

that are based upon both senses and ( paronomastic ) words, as 
instanced in and also deserve to 

be classed as figures of both. How then have you ranked 
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ttem among the figures of ' sense * only, instead of ranking them 
among the figures of both ? 

We reply:— We have classed &c. as figures of 

'sense’, because in them the strikingness of the sense is most 
prominently apprehended, although, really speaking, they do be- 
long to both. Thus, just as a7id are fi • 

gures of both ^word* and ^ sensed because they follow the presence 
and absence of both, so ((^nd others, which are based 

ujpon ( paranomastic ) words should also be imderstood ( as figures 
of both *word* and ^sense^), because they follow the presence 
and absence of both. And if, in complete disregard of ( this) real 
fad, these figures have been defined among the figures of ^se7i8c\ 
that is only due to the fact that in them the slrihlngness of the 
sense is ( most ) proynmently apprehended. 

If it be said .‘—Why should not the classification of figures 

1 

as figures of 'word’ &c. be regulated ( as is done by the 
author of ) in accordance with the principle of tho 

relation of the abode and the abider ? 

W e reply : — Even though we accept the view that m whichever 
of these ( 'word’, 'sense’, or both ) a figure resides , to that a figure 
belongs, still, we must ( ultimately ) accept the Laws of presences and 
absences themselves. For, the particvdar relation of the abode and 
the abider, that is admitted to exist between 'figures’ on the one 
hand and 'words’, 'senses' &c. on the other, does not exist indepen* 
dently of these laws. For instance, such a figure as grqjrr abides 
in ' senses ’, only because 'senses’ being present, ^q*Tr is present 
and 'senses’ being absent is absent. 

f If it be said : — The relation of the abode and the abider 
exists between ' figures’ and ' words’ &c. independently of these 
Laws, since this relation directly exists between them. Thus, for 
instance, directly abides in ' senses ’ and hence the relation 





of the abode and the abider between and ^ senses ^ is in- 
dependent of the Laws of presences and absences. 

We teply The relation of the abode and the abider does 
not exist directly in all cases. For instance, this relation does 
not directly exist between snch figures as &c. and ^words', 
since jriT li does not directly reside in ^words^ but in ^letter8\ So also 
&c., inasmuch as they are capable of being made 
only by a human being, do not directly reside in 'senses^ but in 
the soul. 

If it be said that although this relation does not directly 
exist between 'figures' and 'words' &c, yet it may exist between 
them indii’ec^ly ; we reply that if we admit such an indirect 
existence of the relation of the abode and the abider between 
'figures’ and 'words' &o., the result would be that what are called 
figures of 'word* would have to be styled figures of 'sense' and vice 
versa. For, every figure of 'word', as a matter of fact, resides in 
'sense' indirectly, and every figure of 'sense' also resides in 'word' 
indirectly. 

It is therefore better to accept only the afore-said Laws of pre' 
sences and absences as our guiding principle in distinguish- 
ing figures from each other, i. e. in determining whether a figure 
belongs to 'word' or to 'sense' or to both. 

If it be said Ancients have treated of the ' faults* of 
figures. The fact that you do not treat of them raises a doubt 
as to whether such faults are impossible, or being possible have 
been passed over by you. You cannot say that they are impossible, 
bec?buse that would be against experience. Your omission, on 
the other hand, would make you liable to the fault of Deficiency. 

We reply : — 


(KARIKA LVl.) 

Although it is possible that some faults may be found in these 
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treated here, because they come under some one or another, as the 
case may be, of those that have been described ( already ) . 

Alreadj^ss In the seventh Uliana. For instance^ the three faults of 
Alliteration^ i, e. Absence of Usage ( ), Fruitlessness 
( ), and Opposition to style are not different from Op* 

position to Usage ( ), Snperfluousness ( ), and 

Incongruity of letters ( ), respectively; because their 

natures are identical with the natures of these. 

Examples in order ;«— • 


!n%«^¥n3f 

is instanced in &e. 

HerOj the praise of each ( part of the Eun^s chariot ^e, 

which h the) object ( of the verb by each corresponding ( deity 

which is the) subject (of the verb^^iQ() is stated only with a 
view to ( secure ) Alliteration, Such ( a praise ) is^ however, un^ 
known in the Purdnds, Epics ^c. Thus, this is, no other than 


is instanced in h'T &c. 

Here, on a careful consideration it will appear that no strik- 
ingness is apprehended from the sense expressed ijby the verse) , The 
two adjectives &c. and <^c. do not at all contribute 

to the strikingness of the expressed sense of the verse, i, e. 

&0, nor do they in any way contribute to the strikingn^s 
of yie suggested sense of the verse, i. e. ^ prospective separation.’^ 
The employment of these adjectives is only for the sake of secur- 

^ sf <r|7Rm; 1 V iv. 
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ing Alliteration. Thusj the Fruitlessness of Alliteration is nothing 
hut Superfluousness, Alliteration, although persent, is not 
here striking, because the excellence of words ( which is Alli- 
teration) is not here accompanied by a corresponding excellence of 
senses. Figures of 'word’ also, become striking, only by investing 
a sense with a particular excellence. The designation of a figure 
of 'word' is due only to the fact that words in it do not endure an 
exchange with other words. 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, by abandoning the Dulcet style which con- 

tains letters manifesting Sweetness (mw4), the Grand (q^qr) style 
containing letters that are harsh and that manifest Energy 
(sTitir9)is employed. This style— this exuberance of harsh letters^is, 
in the manner described before, i. e. while treating of Excellences 
(^W) in the 8th Ulldsa, {extremely) inappropriate to the Erotic (otr) 
which is the flavour ( ) in the present verse. Thus, Opposition 
to style consisting here in an Alliteration of harsh letters is nothing 
hut the fault called Incongruity ^of letters. 

Composition of a Rhyme in three quarters ( only of a verse ) 
is the fault ( named ) Unemployedness ( ); as instanced 

in dpcr ’"* 

Here, the Rhyme occurring in three quarters only is 
nothing but Unemployedness. For, such is not the practice of 

poets in general. The practice is to employ the Rhyme in one 
quarter or two or four, but not in three, , 


9 I Pr. 
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' In Infenontyofthe^qi\\^ over the in point of 

class or size, or Superiority of the same hind (i. e. in point o£ class or 
size) is the fault (called j Improper Signification^ whilst, Deficiency and 
Redundancy residing in the ( common ) property come under Defir 
ciency and Redundancy of a word, respectively, 

Examples in order 

Inferiority in point of class 
is instanced in &c. 

Here, the class or rather caste of a is inferior to 

that' of the man under description. This inferiority of the 
suggests doing of sinful deeds, which ia repugnant 
to the object under discourse; where this suggestion is, however, 

intended, there is no fault. The present verse is thus an ex- 
ample of the fault under description, only when the comparison 
is intended in point of ^rashness, ^ not of ^sinfulness.’ 

Inferiority in point of size 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, the spark of fire is far inferior in size to the Sun. 
Superiority in point of class 

» 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, Brahrn^ is superior to the in point of class ^ 

The word • BrahmanMs a class- noun here, because Brahmas are 
supposed to be many, there being one for each ^Fq. 

Superiority in point of size 

is instanced in qr9r^i*qq &c. 


1 ^ 


■ c«-i 
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Here, Hell &c, are vastly superior to the navel &c, in point 
of size. 

Thus, herey i, e, in all these examples, the ( various ) objects 
under description are extremely depreciated by ( getting ) 

^c, as the jqfHTfrrs ; such comparisons bring out only contempt 
or ridicule of the ;^con tempt when the are 

inferior, ridicule when they are superior. Thus, this is nothing 
but Improper Signification { ). 

Deficiency of the comifion property 
is instanced in ^ &c. 

Here, the property called ' lightning^ possessed by the 
corresponding to {the property ) ^ Munja-grass^ possessed by the 
is not expressed by any word in the verse. Nor can that 
property be obtained by implication ; for, there is no invariable 
concomitance between the two properties. Without that pro- 
perty, however, resemblance stated in the verse is not clearly 
apprehended. Thus there is a fault. But this fault is no other 
than Deficiency of a word. 

Redundancy of the common property 
is instanced in ^ &c. 

Here ^ Oonch ^ or any other property of the is not stated ; 
thereforoy the statement of ( the property ) ^ Moon ^ of the 
corresponding to that of the is redmndant. Thus 

there is a fault. But this fault is no other than Redundancy of a 
word, 

'/ So alsoy if the Difference of Gender or of Number lyould mdke 
a word expressive of a property that is common to the and 
the assume the gender or number of a word expressive of 
either, and thus would make the common propery uncommon, i, e. 
would connect it with either the or the 5qqf;r only, but not 
with both, then inasmuch as that property is apprehended as con' 
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netted with one only, i. e. either the or the comparison 

cannot be apprehended from the versoj since its apprehension is 
possible only when the common property that is stated in the 
verse becopies connected wifch both the and the 

If it be said ;-»T hough the common property expressed in 
the verse is connected with one only, i. e. either the or the 
still, we may apprehend comparison by taking’ another 

common property which may be supposed understood as 
indicated by the particles %% &c. 

We reply •Although in this way the apprehension of com- 
parkon is possible, still, in of this common pT^operty that 

is understood, ( the thing mentioned in the verse as eithe'f) ’ the 
or the would he apprehended as either the or the g’TqR, 

not by itself, but only as possessed of the property that is stated in 
the verse. But this is not what is intended by the poet. For, 
what he intends is that comparision should be apprehended by 
means of that common property which is stated in the verse and 
the presence of which alone is indicated by the particles &c., 
and that the and the should be unde;rstood as such, 

by themselves. Thus, ivhat is intended by the poet being clearly 
not established, this Difference of (lender or of Number is a fault. 
But this fault is no other than Violation of Uniformity, 

According to Prabha and Chakravarti, the Violation of Uni- 
formity here is thus -.—The comparison which began by having 
the or the as not possessed of any attribute, ends by 
having the or the as possessed of an attribute. 


1 sro i iPr. 

2 ^ jn6Rri%5irt%F!(4: t Pr. • 

3 t *r4: 

iraf!^5i»5iJOK»R^ I Cha. 
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According to Vivarana, it is thus The common proper ^ 
that began by connecting itself with the or the ox- 

pressedly now ends by connecting itself with the or the 
impliedly. 

According to Sanketa, Violation of Uniformity here consists 
in the fact that the common property assumes one gender when 
connecting itself with the and another gender when 

connecting itself with the 

Difference of Gender 
is instanced in &c. 

* t 

Here, the common property being expressed by a 

noun in the masculine gender becomes connected with the 
only, and not with the This is, however, Viola- 

tion of Uniformity as shown obove. If no common property is 
stated in the verse, this fault does not occur. It does not 
also occur if a common property is expressed by a verb ; as 
in &c. 

Difference, of Number 

t. 

is instanced in ?TTfr?r &c. 

Here, the common property expressed by a noun in the 
plhral number be6omes connected with the only. Here, 

the difference of gender, though present, is insignificant. For, if 
the be in the plural number, connection of the common pro- 
perty with both would be possible, in spite of the difference of 
gendbr. Where, however, a word expressive of the common property 

i 

5RPn ^ ) sq^fRra; Viv. 

if^ snntm: i San. 



175 


assumes a grammatical form that requires no change y^hQiiWt to 
be connoted with the word expressive of either the or the 
this fault does not occur , because the word has got a form 
which renders it capable of being connected with both the and 
the {in spite of the difference of gender or of number ). 

Difference of Gender no fault 
is instanced in &c. 

Here, the common prpperty can be equally con 

ected with both the ^ and the ^qr»ii;T ‘ \ though 

the genders of the words expressive of both are different. 

Difference of Number no fault 
is instanced in rijqr &c. 

Here, the common properties : &c. can be 

equally connected with both the and the 

( Similarly ) also, when there is a Bijferenceof Tenses or Persons, or 
a Change of the Imperative Mood ^c, the apprehension {of comparisson 
does not strike { us ) as that of a thiug possesed of a, uniform nature 
in the manner in which it strikes us when there is no difference of Tenses 
c&c. Thus, this Difference or Change aiso comes under Violation of Uni^ 
formity itself. 


Difference of Tenses ^ 
is instanced in &c. 

Sere, ( what is intended is ) .* hut not ( ) 

HfT. Thus, there is here a difference of Tenses, 

Difference of Persons. 

is instanced in &c. 

Here, ( what is intended is ) : hut not ( Wcir ) 

TJi^e latter part of the verb i. e. the termination § of the 
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second person singular mahes the verb agree wiik 

the pronoun understood referring to^r^fff^r who is the person 
addressed in the verse. For, it is a rule that a word denoting a 
person addressed, agrees with a verb in the second person. Now, 
since the latter part (%) mahes the verb agree with ( the noun 

denoting ) an object that is not addressed^ ( the second person of 
the verb) must be changed (^into the third person)* For, the 
connection of this verb with a noun not in the vocative case 
cannot be apprehended unless this change is eflPected, Thus^ 
there is a difference of Persons, We should therefore road 
This termination of the third person can now uia]^e the verb 
agree with a noun which refers to ^ in the vocative case. 

Change of the Imperative Mood 
is instanced in &c. 

Here, (what is intended is ) ; ifitf but not (^rr) srifeT. 

For, the Imperative mood can be used in connection with c^ff^ 
only, but not in connection with the Ganges which was and is 
even now flowing, ThuSj the Imperative Mood which consists in 
making a tiling^ do what it tv as not doing ( before ) is changed 
into the Indicative. 

Similarly, other like things, although admitting of a connection 
with the may not admit of a connection (with the thus, 

the change of the Irnverative Mood ^c, ( may be found to occur 
flsewhere also ). 

For instance, there may be a change of the Benedictive mood 
as in &c. So also there may be a change of a verb as 

in &c., where the verb is impossible in the case of the 
/ and must therefore be changed into another. 


mvaS-nr^r^rrTkfhOT ifk I Pr. 
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. The word in means ^ change ^ not ^ difference*. 

For, we do not here get two different Imperative Moods, one 
as connected with the and the other as connected with the 

[ If it he said: ) In all the examples above cited, we may 
take a common 'property^ either expressed or implied, di-fferent from 
that which is affected by the change of tenses &c.; thus, 
through this another property, the apprehension of comparison 
may result ; afterwards the common property lohich is under 
dispute may he connected with either the or the grT^r^T as the 
case may be. For instance, in the verse &c., we may take 

as the common property between the . ^ creeper * 
and the ‘ Heroine * and by means of it may understand com- 
parison ; we may then connect with only. Thus, 

thei'e is no Difference of Tenses cj'c. at all in the above examples. 
In those places also where another common property is absent, 
and the comparison is apprehended throwjh that common property 
which is expressed ( in the sentence ) and which undergoes a change 
on account of the change of tenses &c., (ts in &c., 

comparison cannot fail to be apprehended, since wo may take the 
same common property, i. e. ( • expressed by 

the words but as implied by the particle and through 

it understand ( comparison by understanding ) the sentence thus:^ 
This ( man ) whose habit, like that of Yudhishthlra, is to speak the 
truth, speaks the truth. This common property cannot be changed, 
because the habit of speaking the truth which^ is the meaning of 
is the same at all times ( either in the past or in the 
present). It should not he urged that, comparison being thus 
effected by the words f the remaining words 

are useless, and that thus, there is Tautology ( in 
Dor, just as from the twice employment of t*ho 
ve^b ^ in an additional idea of ‘ nourishment in 

sumptuous (‘and not miserly) manner,* is brought out and thus 
there is no Tautology there, so there is no Tautology here, also, 
because the repetition of ^^4 conveys the additional idea 
that truth- speaking is quiCe ( disinterested and ) natural and not 
selfish on the part of^this man. Thus, {from the luhole sentence 
SiyiV? &c. ) we apprehend that this man is a speaker of the trutl 
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ly speaking the truth like i. e. naturally ; in other words, 

that he is a natural speaker of the truth. 

(We reply ) True what you say. But this justification is 
to he resorted to only in the case of such examples as have long been 
in current use. It is notj however j completely free from objection. 
For, Tautology destroys, i. e. delays the apprehension of the thing in 
question sxxoh. as a flavour ©r a figure. That it does &o is the ex- 
perienee of men of taste and cannot therefore be gainsaid. 

Moreover, we cannot accept yoiir view that comparison can 
be apprahended by accepting a common property that is implied 
and rejecting that which is expressed. Because, comparison is 
intended to be brought out by means of the expressed property 
itself. 

Absence of resemblance ( ) and Impossibility ( )— 

faults occurring in ^^m^also terminate in Improper Signification 
( ) itself. 


is instanced in &c. 

Here, resemblance between a ^ poem^ and the Moon, and ^ senses^ 
and^rays* is nowhere perceived in the world. Thus, this is Impro^ 

per Signification. *The word shows that the figure in the 

line is and not 

Chakravarti says, however, that this fault is nothing but 
TJnemployedness ( ; otherwise, some resemblance bet- 





179 


woen the ^poein’ and the Moon, say, for instance, ' pleasingness ^ 
can be found out, and thus comparison can be brought out from 
the verse, as it is from &c. an example of the 

fault calltJd Obscurity ( ). 

Although here and elsewhere has been translated by the 

word < resemblance', still, as has been shown already «( Vide Note, 
p. 1 ), it really means which is the cause of ‘ resemblance ’ 

( Vide Udyota p. 6. 1. 4 ). and srif and are here the arw- 

^fifts of this HSpT. The sri^^Tlifr of it here and in the other places 
where the word occurs is itself. 

is instanced in &c. 

Heroy also * flaming nhowers of rain isstiing out of the orb of 
the Sun^ are impossible. Thus, the thing described ( in the verse ) 
displays nothing hut Improper Signification, 

The fault of called ^ Inability ' is nothing but In- 
expressiveness of a word. In also, such 

words as ¥rv, ^c, alone are able to bring out ^ ( the sense of ) 

probability and not the word alsf\ which singly, i. e. not ac- 
companied by such a word as &c., is able to point out mere 
resemblance. Now that ( resemblance ) ib not here intended. Thus, 
the inability of this ( word, i. e. ) to bring out that ( sense, i. e. 
the sense of probability ) constitutes the fault of Ihexpressiveness, 

. is instanced in &c. 

« Here, the faulty word is ^itrr ; we should therefore react 

for 

1 affjf ^ ^ 1 Oha. 

2 I JiPT:'ifRi«#T5qT??re^5r4: iPr. 

3 ; fw: <n5: i Pr. 
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The fault of called ‘ Objectlessness ^ is nothing 

but Improper Signification. 

The adducing of another ‘proposition to corroborate the state- 
ment of a thing which, although imagined as probable, is yet void 
of a real nature, and is therefore like any ( other ) unreal thing 
such as the •horn of a hare, is extremely improper like the 
drawing of pictures in the sly. Thus, the fault ^ Objectlessness * 
of this corroborating the statement of a matter 

which is the subject of is nothing hut Improper Sign! 

fication. 


is instanced in (ff &c. 

Here, ^ fear f rom the Sun ^ on the part of ' darkness ^ which 'is 
an inanimate object is itself impossible. Whence then the possi- 
bility of ^ protection ^ by ^ the Himalaya Mountain,* due to this 
fear on the part of ^ darkness * ? 

Thus, thib [fact], i. e. ^ the Mountain's protecting darkness ' 
being apprehended here as possessed of an unreal character, there is no 
( question of ) improbability abo'iU it. Hence an attempt to corroborate 
this fact, i. 0. to show that it is probable, is altogether useless. For, 
corroboration has for its object the removal of an improbability. 
But, here the fact being unreal and of an indefinable nature 
the question whet‘her it is probable or otherwise is quite 
irrelevant. It is only those facts which are real and 
whose natures are ascertained, which deserve corroboration, i. e. 
which must be shown to be probable. Thus, the corroboration 
of an unreal fact is faulty. It is faulty only when the fact 
unreal and indefinable naturally. It is not faulty. 


. 1 . i sr i SR- 

"fienj; i Yiy. 
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however, when the fact, although unreal and indefinable naturally, 
is yet imagined by the poet as possessed of a real and definite 
nature ; as in &c. ( Tide Example of ). 

• 

in virtue of attributes common to the and the 
intimatesj i. e. causes the apprehension of, the particular 
intended in the verse, although it is not there stated in 
actual words. Hence inasmuch as that is already appre- 

hended, there is here no motive for again stating it. Thus, ( this ) 
purposelessness of [the statement of ) tke^qqm is a fault; but it 
is nothing but either Superfluity ( Tautology ( tr«T^- 

); as in f &c. 

Here, just as in virtue 0/ the common attributes 
and o.nd the use of the particular genders Of the nouns 

and the Sten is intimated to be t\ic hero, and the 
‘ directions ^ to he the heroines ; so for the same reasons, i, e, in 
virtue of the common attribute and the femi- 

nine gender of the noun f^?T^r, * the beauty of the autumnal day* 
loill also be intimated to be the rival heroine. This being the case, 
what necessity is there 0/ stating the ^<T»Tf 5 T * Tl^cTr ^ by the me of the 
word which is expressive of ihelf. Thus, the' word is 

either Superfluous (according to or Tautologous (according 
to othersh because its sense is obtained by Implication from the 
other words of the verse. 

If it be said : If the statement of the is open to the 

fault of Superfluity, then would be without a province; 

for, in it the presence of the is necessary as enabling it 

to become striking. 

W e reply No. For, that is the province of ir^mr where even 
though common (or paronomastic) attributes are present, 
unless the is stated, is not apprehended as ( clearly as in the 
verse &c. where it is clearly apprehended even though the 
may not be stated ). 

What is meant is this J -Where, even though the is 
expressed by a word expressive of itself, does not vanish, 
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there inasmucli as ?TiTf#(RTi is necessarily apprehended indepen- 
dently of the s’W’T, itself series the purpose of inti- 

mating the ^qr»TR. Thus, the' employment of a word to express 
the is there useless ; as in &c. 

But, where vanishes when the is expressed, 

and where the is not apprehended when it is not expres- 
sed, all the attributes mentioned m the verse being connected 
with the only, there the should be expressed ; as in 

^ &c. 

Here, the i. e. ' Morning twilight,' cannot be clearly 
apprehended unless it is expressed by the word i 

In the uselessness of the statement of the 

matter in hand is the fault called ^ Superfluity.' 

There also, the matter in hand, being apprehended in this 
verymmner, i. e. from paronomastic or common attributes, 
should not he vitiated by the fault of Superfluity, by again being 
expressed by a word ; as in 

Here, the matter in hand, i, a ^ thoughtless king ' can he 
intimated hy {the description* of ) the Universal of the particular 
kind, i. e. the ^ Non- recognition of the difference of things', which 
is not the matter in hand, Tims, the expression of it again by a 
word is improper and .constitutes the fault of either Superfluity 
or Tautology. 

Thus, these faults belonging to figures, and other possible faults 
also, similar to these, do not deserve to be separately treated, because 
they are included under the class of those very figures which have 
y^een treated already, i. e. in the Seventh Ulldsa. 


1 I i Pr. 
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1 3Tr3t%. 

i <5ti^ ?rrw: ?mr- 

^ t II Ku. 8f^ 9n<^^?fq; I 3 t^« 4 ftsatpjan • A. 

• 

Ihe word in Mammata’s definition of includes 

in its meaning, courage, generosity &c. also as wealth. Thus, ij?wi% 
is nothing but ( Vide TJdyota p. 98 ) . 

2 afq«. 

II Ru. 

/^5l[Twit irr%3[>i • Na. 

Ex. gift 5«f5P?mH3 =5 ^ra^w'ni 

This may be included under t^’spi as defined by Pradipa. 

5ra: I S. D. 

Ex. ^ ^5r«rc: 

prmTi'^ntfVnR'N^f ftititr^^.i 

5ig55\T>i!n^ 3T5!r^?»ir| futi^: ii 

Thisis^Tcff. (YideUdyota p. 80). 

4 ^5f «??. 

st 5^55 t S. T). 

Ex. 9\m i 

^ II 
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This is a kind of stn^rir ( Vide Udyota p. 140 line 17 ), 

Sarggnr. 

Ku, 

occurs also when the quality possessed by an object is 
brought into prominent relief by proximity with another object. 
Thus, is not a distinct figure. (Vide Udyota p. 138). 

6 sigtjgfsq. 

n»Tr>t?^ i iirerflRf 

I A. 

The mere knowledge derived from this kind of evidence is 
not striking and does not minister to the expressed or suggested 
sense of the verse. Thus, this is no figure. ( Vide Udyota p. 
141 ). 


7 aig^r. 

^?^rrs»i^S5Kr ag 

5 ft: I! Ku. 

The three divisions " of mentioned by are not ex- 
haustive. Hence occurs also when a man desires a bad thing 
by seeing some good in it. Thus, ia not a distinct figure. 
( Vide Udyota p. 137 ). 

8 

Ex. 351 ^ &c. 

lE. G. 

When the establishment of one fact implies the establish- 
ment of another fact, the reason for the establishment of both 
being the same, it is According to Udyota, however. 
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is included under the third kind of Hr^!n?rn% or 
Thus, in the verse ^ • &c ; there is In &c., there 

is the third kind of 

8(b) ( as ^ kind of evidence ). 

Rtrc^?Ti3[ II \ ar^^rqisrlr i 5 

I A. 3T^ Tp^^^r^rr: 

This is nothing but siwirrsr. ( Vide Udyota p. lOG ). 

9 ST^T. 

aif'i g i stt- 

u Ku. 

jff^t'if^fTr !3»rflf^t sTTfriaR^ s?i4: i 

Ch. flr^tliff afcT i 

The word gfrr lu tho dofinition of iipT?; means simple ‘ ox- 
oellenoe’ also. Thus where there is an excellence of thinness 
is not distinct from ( Vide Udyota p. 125).' 

10 3T^^’. 

^ n llu. arTasjoi aiggnu ' 

Ex. w T%5rT jffr ^?Jir iraqVr i Jj^ii^grss^as^rf ^• 

^wTre>Bia;i35i^rar<t. (I 

' This_is included under the second kind of jfiri. 

11 srgirr. 

^ «rF^ a ?tt i a«T^ g?i? at- 

x?iifir I 4r^a ii Ku ar^Tt g^^lar-' 

I <fi s'Jr^'w 1 51?^ araqftrUftJraar^q, \ ur‘iT?a u???- 

g»ta a?si?!TnV*5raa>?i5ittiTrai af^ra: i »na^?i5r =g?- 

W 51^'l^'Tr»TRl ^t'lra: I A. 



4 


This is included under or, sometimes, under ^Tri^T'T, or, 
what is still better, under (Vide Udyota p. 124 ). 

12 

i R. G. 

Ex.-§wi1ratsft &c. 

What is striking in the examples of sr^ii is the statement 
that the figure 7 i>ir is absent. Thus is no figure. (Vide 
Udyota p, 22 ). 


13 ST^¥P?. 

i «nqf5r^«.' ii 

Kn. Ira nragiiij; i i 

This is nothing but Rh'J; for, the statement of an impossi- 
bility only ministers to ( Vide Udyota p. 87 ). 

14 9itg. 

agift afitpixsid i #iV«Fd- 

s^isgrall'Rfir 11 Ru. 

Ex. ^^sfsr sraasc^rg^ igrprar i 

tPri ii i tiagfRsr i sur 

ai^Rracaif^^ i Na. 

This is 


15 (a) 3 ii 5 ^«i. 

aqaiar^T!?!^'!! i Va. 

Ex. gird 'irl’i^Sar i 

This is nothing but irdiT. 

15 ( b ) 3n^q. 

aifttffwi aaniRi fSeitare: Ttl aa: I S. D. 
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Ex. <i?sniT; % ftr^r: i »iinft ?r^«r 

II 

A pretended affirmation like a pretended denial may also be 
'egarded as 3?(^7. 


16 smnt. 

jjfrTisff't^rPic# «: i jiiq^^rifit jrist 

I A. 

Vide Remark on ‘..'jqesfksf. 

17 siifJijrfe. 

?qir5i4?T^»n I sigJt jnf« iw f| 

I A. 

Vide Remark on srjqerfktr. 

18 3Trf 

5qflai% ^qqifJT ^3Rt i qraf^ qrd^i^ijHr qigfq q %grq55T: ii 

Ku. qq^qr^^q xqqlq'l arriq) flri%q qtq^n i qt|Cl q^iTr q'tftqrqtfH i 

qqftafif i faqr^qn f3qqfeq:r: ^jllr AvqRr i ^qiq^r: 

q^qr; I 

In the first line, the word q4'% is repeated. In the second, 
the sense K^irq is repeated. In the third, both the word qr^rfs^q 
and its sense are repeated. x 

'9 

This does not deserve to be in the first place. For, the 
common property is not mentioned only once. Besides, it’ does 
not reside in both the jr|r^ and the The followers of 

Mammata include these examples under itself. ( Vide 

Udyota p, 65 ). 
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19 3rn[ft:. 

^ITI II Dan, 

This does not deserve to bo a figure inasmuch as no striking- 
ness is apprehended from it. 


20 ^^TC?:OT. 

i%^R ii LI. (>. 

Ex. &c. 

The word in the example &c, conveys the 

sense of corroboration. Thus, this is nothing but 
(Vide Udyota p. 82 ). 


» 

21 

I c^5ai5RR g^r; 

5TR^ I qqrR ^ .g^lR ^ ii Ku. i 

ft^r %^Trft^R^5T ^ifR i ^urr- 


Although in u»if(% &c. the Mountain Himalaya is recognised 
by means of cold, still, its presence cannot be inferred from the 
marks ' whiteness &c.,’ since these marks are common to ‘ fame^ 
also. The subsequent fact of the recognition of the Himalaya 
0 !ily confirms the antecedent fact of its concealment by ‘ fame/ 
Thus is not distinct from HiMrf. ( Vide UdyoU p. 126 ) . 

So rftlso is not distinct from ^r»Tr*=^. For, the antecedent 

apprehension of resemblance can not be sublated by the sub- 
sequent apprehension of difference, ( Vide Mammata p. 134 
and Udyota p. 135 ). 
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22 t<TOR. 


Ex.‘fti ^srrfTrf^ 1 m- 

3TO^»nTsT?rs II Ku. 


* The OTffr'r which 
p. 141 ). 


is striking comes under a’qw. ( Vide Udyota 

23 TW?rr^r. 


^figwwt: i 

?Tf^f vT^j'^rra; ^ 1^%^: 11 l^u. 

Ex. g^a3infersiR<^f^»i^r gft ^irifis’-j^r I'^iar; 'i 


g?^rfg»iP-4^re'«3r: ii 

<ra: 5t5?iq:gci2(T ^^fw^^tralsa^tc i ^qjirat f| 

STJfiJt: t g I 3^15^^ 3'^?igS3P|3t 3qjn3gacl?f>If 

fl?Ifll^I'gqflt3Tq^3*fI33 3 l3?^; I fq> 3 g?3^^3t3 I 

This is nothing but 


24 3^r5r. 

tr^?3 3ir^q[<=3r33r^S'3FJ i ( 1 ) aifk .flt qrq^fSKft 

?3rflrfhsi% tl (2 ) ¥i qra^i; qi?q?i3i: i 

=3 mrai< ?q?[r^raft?frRr3: ii ( 3 ) 33(?Tqict nsRg i 

( 4 ) 3I3tS3^q gqta %qq!Ht 3 ^ 53 ; U 33 qi?3l%|?i3(r3^3 33r 31^3 

^qf gopf gifr 31 3'’<t3 3 33(3; I ICu. 3ffll 31(3313^ 3l'i°3r; 

qi^?r3t3^ 3n'i»3r* 3 g^t 3733 ; 1 11313 3tfi%j 1 f3- 

(^t^iq 33 3(531319 5331 : qiife^q qiqq^ql; 32 3i^3i: 3R^i33! 33?^- 
3;f^^lfl^3t& rqfil313 f3?lfts3?3 53^1313 3313^ 3 qi33d: 311^:3- 
1313^^^13 I 33 53?H%'353^13^q3 ft313f^l^(^ 3f5l3: I 3^ 
3IJ3ft?33 3(f3313 %53<3>Tii3 331313iq'353^3t 3i%3: I 3t3tS3fJlf33 
113 : 3??l33!13t 33I3(3'l 33^3 3ihl3S I 

The varieties ( 1 ) and ( 2 ) come under 3t'S3ftn or 33 .’ ( Vide 
Udyota p. 120 ) . 

The varieties ( 3 ) and ( 4 ) come under ftqq. ( Vide Udyota 
p. 123 ). 
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25 

r% ?t: II Ku. 

I h>«i: sir^ig^ii Ku. 

The words occurring in the definition ot the , 

second kind of may be interpreted in the following 

manner also : — 'When a subject under discourse is ascertained as 
identical with ( i. e. is looked upon as ) another thing { that is also 
Hyperbole ) / According to this interpretation of the definition, 
comes under the second kind of ( Vide Udyota 

p. 59 ). 


20 

1 3i?r5m?:i»Tr# i A. 

This is nothing but ( Vide K. P. IV, ) 

27 

Wd.iifiBJii^tiR ilsn i 

ftid^df 1 A. 3rdr: i 

Vide Remark on -.ijTffiier. 

28 sun. 

ddMlddRldt dinudd: I Va. 

Ex. cRdr: a^aTaififtrardi^drraSi'it: i 

II 

I. 

This is nothing but Jjuru’^sd. 

29 ^S1f%. 

aflf I g^r- 

II Ku. 



3?^ 9^ !ir% ?if ait 1 1 fsi 

I >T^^^;t'i^*^i(l3pa?r^v?rg i si^ ?;i i aj^ qi:^inaw 

TOst auL'i^^^sifts |wgi^al‘iffq;I'A. 

^r% comes under orjoft^isqn SF;i3>r. It does not 
deserve to be a figure, because it does not minister to either the 
expressed or the suggested sense of the verse, as 5qrwir% in tfa^. 
&c. ministers to ‘ love of the devotee for S’lva.’ ( Vide Udyota 
p. 109). 


*30 

ara'rar: ?ai?«iiai>ifiiar i gjfa ija srisfia fsia^w 

II air ra^iT^^'arar Wiftr: ’ i %a 

friia 28^1 atfiq^siJFii a?a gafa siHra'twffraa'isa ‘ 9?|; 

TT^iaflla jnaifa ’ |fa ww^ig^ri: i ar^f a ara a aai^ai- 

itsaiaR afaiitviifaia faitafaaaaar araifiagaia^a saiaa k %- 
^^scaaasaNR a?ara aiaa ?ia aaTifijaafa^a ( sirifra^r^sgira^r- 
ta ) aa%aq; i Ku. 

This also does not deservo to be a figure, because there is no 
ministering to the expressed or suggested sense of the verse here 
as in^tihTT- (Vide Udyota p. 110 ). 

31 

araft%aRaat|aiaa ara^jairi ii 

Ex. i^iar ^ ar a^g.^vtaft a arassraJiaTiaFawaiaf^agia’fta- 
aaar: i fjtaiaiai aia srtaaaaaiVafat aiatai^^ gRa^aai^^aa- 
at II E. G. 

ssaaaiaaai t^caar a afa^tcaa; ^la^’Rtafa %a?a?ai«?fa i si^ 
gafta ?/%?(rar i«ra: I'niaaisaia^afraaaaa 5a; 1 

f^lrq may also occur when a man hates a good thing by see- 
ing some fault in it. Thus is not a distinct figure 


32 (a) g^iraifacfi. 

flai^t fi%a 1 ?aaaa avaailaai 1 afiaa aiigrftiiia^i^taal^faar 11 
Ku, aiigit: waa: 1 A. 
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Here, inasmuch as one and the same common property, i, e. the 
words Wgrrt:, or the senses of these words identified through 
Paronomasia, is connected with and this is not distinct 
from the mentioned by Mamrnata. (Vide U?p. 68). 

32 ( b ) 55«r?nfn?tT. 

goitfirl: I ^iwrar ?iit: «fR' 

5TO Ku. 

Tins IS nothing but ( Vide Udyota p, 68 ). 

33 ^^ifcT. 

i a mpasRrt 4?^- 

ftoi: II Y&g 

Ex. gfJTF'j Htiai i fr% srtcftsrr 

II 

This is nothing but the secon'l kind o£ 


34 fnsftlT. 

ft^f^r^rnat 4ir^r»t'^Tr4tasi557a t i <rar^fr 

4TaiT. II Ku. nwr ^rua! 3i?3ii4ii;5qa i tf^Rfa 

Rrti'l'>ar aT%: i florae qiaiat : ^al i Cli. 

This is nothing but a particular kind of w'?. ( Vide Udyota 
p. 140). 


35 

epaf^f^nca asa^ataa Pt^a: aa; i S, D. 

Ex. a?af4(5C a afia aaa 5t?Ciai 'la i aBi^ aias^fl a 
p; aR^fa ii 

L'his does not deseiwo to bo -i figure, since no strikingness 
is apprehended from it. 
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36 

gn'Jrsrrt 5 1 7)fw«ihi ^rar 11 

®T^ |l^ 3W^^p^^R^R««iir»iara»wn 1 Kn. 

From tlie word in Mammata^s definition of q’^i^C we 

^ may understand also. And may moan description of 

a ^ thing ' in general, not of a ^ subject ^ only. Thus, itk^jc may 
occur even when the is significant.’] This shows that 

is not a distinct figure. ( Vido Udyota p. 108 ). 

37 qfturw. 

'iRiim: i%fi3ncW i ?>i5:35t ii 

'iCu. ft sp^=5fir sjRr 'i^^cfrfcr^R'nrH: i A. 

is defined as that which occurs when the object 
superimposed serves the purpose in hand, but only when fancied 
as identical with the subject of superimposition and not indepen- 
dently] exemplified in &c. Here the Moon is identified 

with the ^faco^ and as such is subservient to tho woman enabling 
her to remove the grief of separation. 

In a Metaphor, the object superimposed has no such sub- 
serviency, and is thus distinct from this figure. Upon this, 
Udyota remarks that tho app'^ehension of identity between tho 
^face^ and tho Moon does not add anything to the excellence of tho 
^face^ the object under description and therefore this does not 
deserve to bo a figure. ( Vide Udyota p. 30 ). 

38 

w?c[#r ’Tflir%5 i S. K. 

Ex. f 

cit^Rr : i 

I^i%R ai%?ri5Tt ft II 

This is nothing but 

39 triifq-. 

— «-*»^5rr4 Ik T?n 
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Ex. i IN g 

^5s^3r II f5r^r%cr i 5i wm- 

gt’it! Hif*! ^T«f«ri:”i»Tr^ 55^4: 1 ^=e3i^?5r 1 

S i^r Ji3i>ia 5ir%qi?jft 1 

This is a or j«T^rWrjo^T€f 

40 ( a) tT?lf?TlTir. 

^Rirrfii'JR q?jKr^»i: 1 A. S. 

Ex. &c. 

HerOj according to A. ‘S., the fact in the shape of a cause, of 
Eahu^s head being cut by Vishnoo, is expressed through the 
effect, viz, tlie breasts of Rahu^s wife being rendered useless, since 
this fact which is to be suggested cannot be expressed otherwise. 
But this q’lrMr%r is not different from that mentioned by Mammata, 
because the definition of his q-^r^iTfr may be shown to apply to this 
example also in the following manner : — Here, Vishnu is sugges- 
ted as one who cuts the head of Rahu and is expressed in a more 
striking manner as one who renders the breasts of Rahu^s wife 
useless. ( Vide Udyotn.. p 07 ). 

, 40 ( b ) qjfrifw. 

?r^':qi|qs^tTi%2R'T5ni, I =|fr3?[r si 
ftf II 3T^ rPtw 5Trq%3 a^qr- 

i Ku. 

This is nothing but a ( Vide Udyota p. 93 ) . 

41 ( a ) 

?T^i%aq«^T2tr niq: i (^3[aTRri^%r- 

II llu.' 

Ex. faq^rqH^flqiT^^tr ^?rr q:«fm i 

»R5^#ct^55tq3 II 

This may be included under 

41 ( b ) Ri%a. 

qR^rafif|: ^irf?f%ra^<^i ilCint sir: qitor 
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II Ku. ?fffd ?nT%ii[?f 

Wre^r siR^if fai4: i i mmitn 

iTm?2f fts?R2i^ftRr >tr: i ‘ a# Jisrr uran ’ ?r% ci^air sTf+rsiJi: i 
This is nothing buti^^'T. { Vido Udyota p. 117 }. 

42 ^k. 

5t%^f¥^T^'Sf 3ir^^ 5TtRq;^2r i siPtsih 5fR*r^fr: 

II Eu. 

Ex ^Ta I iia^i%^3gi'33irt 

wiq^rr^r^ ii ?fr ar’jl^sT ( ?i53ir- 

fi^^ 'i^sira^Jr fi ) aiTff^ff; srrriiT^Rjr m: ( 3i«f mi^na; ?^'>r ) 
ati^>?ra asr ij^fa^rc: i . • 

This IS nothing but the fourth kind of ’ 

43fa)7#^tr. 

JT: I f | %tre54?I5IHr 

f%5r: II Ku. 

This is nothing but ^s^'r. ( V'ldo Udyota p. 138 ). 

43 ( b ) 

raf% ar% i f5fqrPius':ja#w=t«lf^- 
'U 5 : 11 Ku. q?i|a i q?ai% q»4uRT?[^ i r%w- 

i niH I Rq>ft% ^ifua i Uf; %5j; i ajq uqa: 

I A. 

The effect may be said to be facilitated also when it continues 
to exist although its cause which is ascertained to bo always 
present along with it, is absent. Thus, la not different 

from gJTri'^, ( Vide Udyota p. 120 ) . 

44 

S[ft: Ku. ^RRRf i 

^ 5T 5^^ 1 

This is nothing but a or ( Vide Udyota 
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45 

4 ^ I ^2|[t =Et %%\ ^RicmSSTt^I ^T 
5T5r: I f^f^r crt %1 A. 

Thatsi?*!^ which is striking is nothing but The !T??|8J 

which IS different from it does not constitute a figure. (Vide 
Udyota p. 140 ) . 


46 sr^F^?:. 

H¥r 3T^TTt> ssTtFi JJS ^('••qwvFJFli; I Vag. 

Ex. 8lftllWf€?Frf?(F<T'f liJiFdt I fIS HFlF«5J:q4 W^F fFnl^* 

1Ff«^: II 

This is nothing but the second kind of ^tF^. 

47 

5ffg^^ JF?5FT?5r $Fd4 5F?|dFli:: I F% ?lc?Tr FTTHF^Ft %mF 
%z%5?tf1i fiF^icfljT €F^g?iF% firsi^r ^ff'%^ 4 jic%^i?Ftf^ ^x?rF«F^ 
a^gcFt^H I Ku. 

JTF'^ ^Rt^Ffto^FF €f?Fr F%g|^?n>m <FfgfJFFTtF% FFFFF^fFFm: SFFIFf^FF 

5i?pFsf^r52F5FF^ I Ch. 

By the word 3T!T?a?F in SFiT?2F|5F5r?tr wo may also understand 
a subject under discourse other than the principal one. Thusj 
IS included under ( Vide Udyota p. 57}. 

■ 48 ( a ) siflFir. 

WrfefFF?rf?F^JF !F5Wfl: I ^'t'Tggt3r%gr^TFF^?F:f^4l 

F:f^: II Ku. 


48 ( b ) Ji5^. 

^c^TSFlFlF#^:S(l4flF Hf^^Fg I FTF^F^ OTF?!^ FF?^ PreSF 

ffe't.F U Ku. 


48 ( c ) Jif 

^F5'FF^f¥'?t«Ff0iRgF3F«: '5«?!F I ftWFSFJTlFl^ga isF^FSl R* 
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II Ku. PrfSr: i ?Tf^^?ti«r^ 5(?5 r 

wa f^fW'w ^liif^d asst.- i 

By extending the meaning of ^i^o|r[5:T?:q(?TrT we got 
in the foHowing cases ;—(l^ when the desired object is obtained 
unexpectedly ; ( 2 ) when, by means of an olforL made for the 
obtainment of a desired object, something more is obtained ; and 
\ 3 ) when, by means of an effort made for the obtainment of a 
means to an end, the end itself is obtained. Thus, the three 
kinds of are included under ( Vide Udyota p. 120j. 

49 sr^w. 


^ ffttT: i rwr5<>Jfi%^ fiiar |t\' 

ar I 31^ ilraaqrf i A, 

Vide Remark on 

50 

i q;=qi: 

=q^i: II Ku. iiafr. i 

31^ UJiiaRi a3R?frCRq?i5q ? ‘ ^aRwiq^sr 

^Itf cRI55fq%qiT I A. ^ 

This is that kind of 5imu*inVR where there is Uifu:. 

( Vide Udyota p. 110 ). 

51 ( a ) 

fqqiiq: luqi i >wqfu u^fSraiir 

=q qiratsgl II Ku. ' ■ ^ 

Kx. SRU^ii 3qqf3ti5rf(U3raq;R li »?qr% g? - 

i^^r g^sr^i ii murtr 

qrf%3ru5iiJr Ig^i u? gw -q uiqra^R: t uftRi i ^- 

ar <riTisf q?!i?fr^dwr:g€^rsn' 

flfossir i ^ 5;irq|uct?Ti 

|u! 1 tiff«?2reTf%q;rliir qfaq^fuu%cir^ uufds^r^qui 

This is ^q. ( Vide Udyota p. 117 ). 

'51 ( b ) UR. 

9ifJr^»tfiR«rR ft??i?5i«q;33'>r?bfg i amWiJrquiRRr 

«i5WiT «lsq(t fliq: ll Eu, „ _ 
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^TTO ^raRtsr a® ’H'SJ ii ^i'«3ir4 51 ^- 

?c2i4: I I < 11 ^ ift^t^r: ( 

9 T 5 r ^I'^r 1 

This is a 


52 wTO^ 55 ?rr. 

aR: I ( Jfnw^ I 5Ji3stt I 1 % I 9?^^ 

I cti^T *f|jir 5 ^ ^snffl 1 ai^^ 5^3^% 1 

I ) ai5r ft^55f?:itfaRt I A. 

Vide Remark on 

53 


T^ ^mr^rer Hr^gfsfta^ra: t ?inft %at f^as^r ftq-- 

JH'T w I aT5rRp?r5Jr wjjt^ gf^: f»iRg??itJin 1 A. 

Vide Remark on g> jfi?l 5 . 

54 STtfg^. 

an':!t'«nTr^er 1 

ap^iR?# ^r 5155 >'^ 1 ^'^ >> S- K- 

Ex. 55rg<T3 fgg^tmisrt'r 

g# ^5JJT-irg qat^ai 5R^ 5f%5 gg; 1 
fflW^rRPt 5 fRq^ 5 R 5 ?fiirra’ft?t>wr 
^<t 7 5;n5fJrgr ’rmRt g jg^a^^nvnre^if^rT^ 11 

I'his is a i^K^rsq. 


55 sTitr^^. 

hr'rt^; q^Rct |fir 5 ga: 1 5 ir ftq cft^ii gRiqig- 

I ar^ q'rgreqwq^^qfri; f «ir555i55ii»m 1 A. 

' Vide Remark on 

56 Her. 

_ 5RJrafti% aiH^f qTiiR5r>rtg ftrsgqjS^r^ ii f!tR«tl<mr!i eim 
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. Ex. 

't«ira: 

This may be included under 




57 


cflarewi^f# glm'^5 ^?3if^3r%: i airaraj^ifliain; i ai^r 

ffl«3ri<^i%it: i A. . • 

I'his is that kind of 91 i'?v^i5i?tE where there iji si 
(Vide Udyotap. 110). 


58 n5[T. 

^%.■ I ^T^Tflra^ai ^ ?ir n 

g?f I Ku. 

This does not deserve to be a figure, because it does not 
minister to the object under description. (Vide Udyota p. 137). 

59 gi%. 

3<%r: q^iRiuuiq ftqqr u^ip^ i q'-j: qt«i 

5 ^sft 5 gihil Ku. ifqn^fei 

sfrT \5rT 3(%: I «qt Hiq^ 9Tn%’3V7 qyi%w 9i?q 551 >iicqtsffi%%qi 

'ft'q I 9?^ ‘ qjuTr f^f^fr; ’ 1 

The word in oqr’sTri^i may moan simply an ‘ act .’ XJius, 
is but sjtriiri%. ( VMe Udyotap. 110 ). 

60 qif^i^ar. 

qn%^ sf cuq'iqr ?qra ^c^raslf 1 ^gu^q; qfq^qfjfr: qq^fffq 
II Ku. qqi^Cgcq^fraqlVqmiqt si^^t^jngaiRqfqqrgq 

ifqrq^q^qq^ 1 ^gii?q! sur 1 qf^: iq^: uqi%- 

I 5 iiq>u I UJTR sfTd 1 — 
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This does not deserve to be a figure, because tbe object underr 
description is ministered to by only and not by?f»JT also. 
( Vide Udyota p. 137 ). 


61 

f I m \ A. 

Vide Remark on 

62 

^af?rq; i ^^^isrr 

u ICii. ^rr%^rgf|^ 

ximj I 

Ku. distinguishes this figure from Rf^S'^r by the fact that, in 
the latter, both the in question and the not in 

question which terminate in comparison are expressed by 
words, whilst, in the former they are not so. Upon this, Udyota 
remarks that there is no rule that occurs only when the 

ST^grT and the v^iT^^rffTTi^rTfs are expressed bywords. i%f?tWrmay 
occur even when these arc implied. Thus, this figure is nothing 
but sTrMT (Vide Udyeta p. 47 ). 

63feiT. 

?Tmr[ mft w(war i f^'Jt^lr; 

3^t% I A. 

Vide Remark on 

(>4 (a) 

?55rt ?3ift3<T"T5ft 1 f i 

ffitt 'caq. II Ku. 

3ii93c?n'jft ^(3c^iT ^ 3f5r^r. i A. 

occurs also when a good thing is looked ‘ upon as bad 
and a bad thing as good from a particular standpoint. Thus, 
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64 ( b ) IrsT or 5igr. 

^isft I Dan. 

Ex. m 1 ^?tr- 

II 

snr d»frK?: jt f i 

This is nothing but 5![(irn%r. 

65 5ji^ri%- 

5ii|% II Ku. 3(551%: 3(55(’:rfl i ar^ 3i-q% ar55i^l5a3^^''t*I i 

5rc5i%KM 1^4 k 4 fir?i%c^r fasa'tc’rr^i^ft i ^V. ' 

• This does not deserve to bo a figure, bccause*thero is Iiere 
tio ministering to the expressed or suggested sense of the verse. 

( Vide Udyota p. 109 ). 

bb cr5f?n%. 

I Ya. 

Ex. ^^€r?Tt ^ Rmr« g^^?r<t i 

This does not deserve to be a figure because no strikiugness 
is apprehended from it. 

67Vim?T^. 

I I iiut. 

Ex. &c. 

This is obviously nothing but -ifT. ( Vide Udyota p. 1 17 4 . 

Some hold that the verse n-f rrirp^ & 3 . is au examp»^o 

of the figu^je and not of as is held by Mammat i, be- 

cause, the word cfiff^r, they say, IS ordiuirily employed by the 
people in connection with a thing which connects itselt with 
another place after its cofinection with the first place is des- 
troyed ; but in &c., the connection of ?:fTT with 

is not destroyed. ^ „ . 
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These men are not right, however. Because, the definition of 

does not say anything about It is true that the 

word which is chosen to designate the figure is the same as 
is used in ordinary life, still, this fact ought not to lead us to 
suppose that the word has been used in the same sense in which 
it is employed in ordinary life. This will show that there is no , 
necessity to admit qqqrq as a distinct figure. (Vide Udyota 
p, 104. also E. G. p. 4G6 and 480 ) . 

68 f^cT. 
t Ku. 

Ex. S5 &c. 

There is no ground to recognise this as a figure, because 
does not contribute to the excellence of the object under 
description, and also because the general defmitioii of a figure 
&c. given in the eighth Ulhisa does not apply to it. 
Others however include this under ( Vide Udyota p. 29 ). 

g i Ku. 

Fx. &c. 

Here, two m one of which the particular is 
corroborated by the general, and in tlie other, the general is 
corroborated by flio particular, exist together independently 
of each other. Thus, this is nothing but ( Vide 

Udyota p, 82 ). 


70 fgf^gr. 


EmiiKu. 

^'1% 3i5i[ct5^*TRi: ^ I ^g?rRT ^ i A 

The making of an effort which is inconsisteni with a desirei 
object is also Inequality. Thus, is not distinct from i%q 
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71 fqcr%. 


i U. 

Ex. si^?jr: &c. 

This does not deserve to be a distinct figure. For, inas- 
much as a doubt must necessarily be admitted as the cause of 

it IS this doubt that constitutes the figure, f^rr^ although 
present does not contribute to the excellence of the object under 
description, and does not therefore constitute a figure. Thus, 

IS included under (Vide Fdyota p. 28 ). 

72 

I A. 

This is nothing but a or ( Vide 

Udyota p. 140 ). 

73 

I Ku. 3Tm«jr- 

Ex. 71=S^F?T=Egcf 

r%=t^ i 

qiu q: ii 

This also does not deserve to be a figure because it is merely 
a and besides it does not minister to the 

expressed sense of the verse or the flavour of the piece ^c, ( Vide 
Udyota p. 109 ). 

74 

Vide 

^ 75 (a) r^^rt^. 

I Va, ?i«jr — ' fd % hw 

oi_^M>n oru A > 
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This is nothing bub inasmuch as there is here the 

superimposition of upon^^T; then to render this superimpo- 
sibion possible, the also is supposed as void of a throne. 

Thus, the is strengthened. Similarly, m &c., 

where additional qualities are supposed in the object 

under description, there is no other figure than (Vide 

Udyota p. 80 ). 

75 (b)f^$r«flf^. 

n S. K. 

Ex. H ^ 5^'^: I 

This IS nothing bub Rfqrqqr. 

76 

1 g: it 

Ku. raifra'r ^ t- 

51^^^ I f^9ik: H2: 1 A. 

That one thing should be desired and another opposed to that 
desire should be obtained is also Inequality. Thus, rqqr^^ is not 
distinct from iqqq. ( Vide Udyota p. 124 ). 

77 

H^^rr JiT^it 1 ^ r 

II Ku. u. 1%?: I ST f i 3T?r 

si;|^ ?i|i%i >u=«r^ I A. 

The word ^Hi7t m may mean si mply Thus, 

occurs also when from the censure of one the censure 
of another is suggested. This shows that 5qrirr%5=qr is not a dis'* 
tinct figure. ( Vide Udyota p. 89 ). 

78 5?nwcr. 

^ rv«s 
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Ex. ^ I 

3-pn^5 1 J?t55r^*tri'^ ^ Jirqr; ^ t 

This is but 


79 « 0 ®^* 


f i %:'?t m 

qx^rf: I A. 

Vide Eemark on - 

80 

^tl^r r%?i^Cr ?ii gra: i 5?f% fTtr ^gsr- 

^s% I A. 

Vide Remark on si5fiif?i%-4^. 

81 

I ?t; i 

grat «%’??; ^t^ci: ii 

This is notlung but si'iirfi'i'irtdr^iT. 

I f^nn^r: i 

?HfJlfqi??Tff I i kii. m 3i^- 

^watqpJFti, I 

This is nothing but ^^Rr. 

82 ^uif^. 

«»nfirjp^wlwwrji?rrfr'r>i f^; i S. K. 

Ex. 

<??? 3 «TOH%S %% 5 i 
5^ rlR ^*l^f HiTcTT ^ 5iRd^ >115 II 
This is notlnn^^iji g> . 
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83 ( a ) ^wtffcr. 

emfit i 5 ^j?rt m er srJRft- 

I aT^w?fejt»it^!T 5riRt: ff»iiTt?i?5!Tr’H5[ i A. 

Vide Eemark 

83 ( b ) sniffer. 

?r?«'f^5 i VA.. 

Ex. Jnjsrartqgqct^ir 

»igi%5t ^tr^r 

^0^ RRTf?! ir^lkTff RfFTR^TR^ II 

This is lii) thing but 


83 (c)wff?r. 
sBtt'Jn=^’:^’='?T%%r?R’=»T ft i 

irr^ia ?t5rrl?T ^rnrft^H li VAg. 

This is nothing but ^inrr%. 

84 HrjtT. 

qftJT^'Tf(R?'-tr?r''«R«T5'Tfl?HT I 
^ic«iJiRW'Jiift^«R»rar SRsiJT II Ku. 

Ex, 3Tf»T?R ^H'ir f%ftJli ftiit^^JlIf 3 ft^^E^lfb I 

5iftf^: wfit'^r4 ?t?;3 % fr> ii ^rjt- 

g^, <rt§ 3WRiR^ ^ ?it>TR'>i4^ii r% g 
^ ci^r gRJna^R: i sr %^3 sirqfR q:tftfl5^:rftfcT f% a 

" This is sra'iii'^ft- 


85 ?|OT. 

‘ 3T5rgftir»T^r »w?«ift 5i5^ ft5fr4g5R[g i 
9i«ii=iR^'iq^»?ftft ?r?^jRT li liu. 

Ex. 3ti^ 1 

StSr EJdarnsranifgrs: ll 
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?T5r ^^uraw. 1 3?r- 

fg^issfr |i^^T! ?^^5i;5isiht jW’i 
a^'T^' 11 %: I I 

This is lucluded under the first kind of (Vide 

Udyota p. 58 ). 


86 


aqrra ^r: i f%^r 

I A. 


Vide Kemark on sijTt^rs'T. 


87 

niRfi? II Ku. 3:?:fri: i ?r^i% i tvf sijr^r.-i tm: ^ii^ig^a: i a??? 

This is obviously the third kind of ( Vide Udyota 

p. 110). 


88 (a) Iff. 

t'§fi5Tr I brtiiqtw ialsm'i^d^riii 

qi^ I Ku. 

Tins does nofc'deserve to be a d^uro, since no strikingness is 
apprehended from it. 


88 ( b ) Ig. 

1 3^irif|«r^r fl?qi q^^zq- 

jfij II Ku. 

^ Tins is included under the first kind of VM^=^(P?fr. ( Vide 
Udyota p. and Notes p. GG ). 
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i> 

lol 

20 j 

No doubt as to there being a 
between these should be > 
raised, 1 

Read these word 
in Italic** 
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